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SUBJECT: Corments on Book V of the Final Report of the U.S. Senate
Select Comittee to Study Governmental Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Activities

1. Book V of the SSC Final Report, titled The Investigation

of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy: Performance of the

Intelligence_Agencies, presents a number of issues that address thenselves

to the conscience of the Agency. The criticisms of CIA are based on a :
series of presentations of how various investigative leads were handled,
and on the non-reporting of various Agency operational activities that
the SSC Final Report judges to have been relevant to the Warren
Comission inquiry.

2. A stated thesis of the SSC Final Report is that the operations

of the intelligence agencies against Cuba exercised a negative influence

I VT S S

i
{
on the quality of their support for the Yarren Comnission investigation. i.

A

The following statements appear in the Report: P

LalELuT

"It (the SSC Report) places particular ,

RV
DSIINE A\

» emphasis on the effect their Cuban opera-

tions seeméd to have on the investigation.”

e -

Page 2.

AIH e 2 T

“They (senior CIA officials) should have ;

realized that CIA operations against Cuba, :
particularly operations involving the :
assassination of Castro, needed to be con- ;
sidered in the investigation. Yet, they ?
directed their subordinates to conduct

an investigation without telling them of

these vital facts." Page 7.
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The significance of these statements, to the authors of the SSC
Report, is highlighted as follows:
uCertainly, concern with public reputation,
problems of coordination between agencies,
‘possible bureaucratic failure and embarrassment,

and the extreme compartmentation of knowledge

of sensitive operations may have contfiBuiéﬁ'to
these shortcomings. But the pbssibi]ity
exists that senior officials in both agencies
made conscious decisions not to disclose

potentially important information.® Page 7.

A central feature of the rationale is the concept that if Castro
had learned of these activities it would have provoked him into

retaliation against President Kennedy. The $SC Final Report makes

g e ¥

it clear that it feels this theory should have been perceived and
accepted at the time by the intelligence agencies (not to mention

the Warren Commission) leading to a review of the various anti-Castro
programs to see what it might reveal.

The provocation theory, in the specific form postulated by the

$SC Final Report and the press, is of more recent vintage than the

ducting its investigation. There was a general concern in 1964 that

the USSR or Cuba might be behind the assassination of President

j» :
‘I CONFIDENTIAL

perceptions that prevailed in 1964 when the Warren Commission was con-
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Kennedy. This was based on a more broadly recognized understanding

of the tensions that existed between the Kennedy administration and the
Soviet ard Cuban regimes. The Bay of Pigs in 1961 and the Cuban
Missile Crisis in 1962 must have appeared remarkably provocative to
Fidel Castro, along with the array of American anti-Cuban programs.
The humiliation of the USSR in having to retreat in the Cuban Missile
Crisis cannot be dismissed completely as t; how it might have been
perceived by a foreign power as a provocation. To note these events
serves only to remind the reader of the tensions well recognized at
the time. The SSC Final Report has elected to emphasize instead CIA
operational activity against Cuba as requiring specific attention.
This emphasis on CIA's Cuban operations as a possible source of
provocation of Castro represents. the result of an evolution in percep-
tions. In response to it we undertook in extensive review of the
various operational activities against Cuba and Castro.

Organization for the Review

As there are no persons now in CIA who were directly involved
at a senior level in the investigatiop of 1964, it was felt necessary
to organfze a fresh approach to the matter. The persons who, in 1963
and 1964, knew the details of the various operational activities are
no longer available, for the most part, to provide the current and
detafled factual familiarity that existed at the time of the investi-

gations. Primary reliance had to be placed instead on the records for
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the period preceding President Kennedy's death and the period foliowing
it.

It was determined that a special research effort would be mounted
to review those Agency files that might relate to this problem. The
organization for this research is summarized at Tab A of this paper.

It required not only the meticulous review of all Cuban operations,

it necessitated careful analysis of the content and nature of the oper-
ations with specfal attention to their security. Files relating to the
Warren Commission inquiry were reviewed as well as those relating to
plotting against Castro.

The results of the efforts of tﬁose assigned to the task are
contained in this covering report and in the separate annexes to it,
Tabs B through G.

CIA has now conducted such a review -- looking at "the other end"
of a possible chain of ev%dence. where ihings theoretically could have
started. This has produced no new evidence bearing on the assassination,
although it has produced the basis for new lines of speculation. In
fact, the review sometimes seemed to become a futile exercise in trying
to fit facts to the provocation theory rather than being able to
identify evidence actually bearing on the assassination of President

Kennedy. The emphasis sometimes became one of asking if this activity
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(whichever was under review) could have provoked Castro to order the
assassination of President Kennedy, had he (Castro) learned of it.
The $SC, in its Final Report, fell into this very trap, trying to make
the AMLASH operation actually fit the theory for which the SSC's
presentation seemed to be tailored. (See Tab D.)

We have looked at other operational activities with the S5C's

theory in mind, but have been unable to provide tangible substance

in support of the theory. In the final analysis the reviewer is

compelled to fall back on the evidence. A wide variety of theories
can be--as they have been--advanced in strident and challenging tones.
Not all of them are susceptible to conclusive answers; the primary
possibility of finding such answers was lost with the death of Lee
Harvey Oswald. The fact is that the Warren Commission considered the
possibility of Cuban or Soviet involvement, but could not find evi-
dence of 1t. Were it known at the time of the Warren Comaission, it
would have been reported and dealt with then; that it was not is a
simple reflection of the fact that it did not exist at that time in
the minds of Americans knowledgeable on the subject. To hold dif-
ferently would be to accept uncritically a social paranoia often
prevalent today, which would hold that a significant number of
government employees could engage in such a well-disciplined con-

spiracy to suppress evidence.

CONFIDENTIAL
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Operations Aqainst Castro

The AMTRUNK Operation, starting in 1963, sought to develop a
capability to join dissident elements among the Cuban leadership into
a group that could oust the Castro regime. It was conceived by Cuban
exiles and sold to the Kennedy Administration, which assigned it to
CIA. The program was very slow in developing substance and momentum,
with 1ittle concrete progress during President Kennedy's life. At a
later date, in 1965, it was believed to be corpromised and CIA withdrew
from {ts association; the key members were arrested later and tried in
Cuba. There are basic questions about the security of the activity
from its inception, due to the involvement of personalities who are
suspected of having pro-Cuban sympafhies.'inéluding possibly having
been foreign agents. While the suspicions cannot be verified, the
reservations are sufficiently basic to consider the possibility that
Castro knew of the operation from its earliest days. Its long range
objectives--the overthrow of Castro and his regime--would have been an
frritant to Castro; its inability to develop any substance and momentum
until long after President Kennedy's death suggests that it is unlikely
that it, of itself, would have moved him at that time to resort to
assassination in retaliation. This is discussed at Tab C.

Operation AMLASH centered on a high-level Cuban official, AMLASH/1,
who had expressed his opposition to pastro and to the Castro regime.
The SSC Final Report undertakes to demonstrate that the operation planned

Castro's assassination during the period preceding the murder of
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President Kennedy; to the contrary, a full review of the operation \
shows that prior to the President’s assassination not only had CIA l
not agreed to give any support to AMLASH/1, but had rejected his ‘
proposals to assassinate Castro. When evidence supporting this view
was offered the drafters of Book V of the SSC Final Report, it was
dismissed out of hand as false, despite confirming evidence. The SSC
Report, instead, having asserted that assafsination was the character
of the operaticn at that time, then undertock to show that AMLASH/1

was at least indiscreet in his conduct, risking exposure of the plot.
Alternatively, it suggested that he may have been acting for Castro

as a provocateur, to lead the United States into a plot against
Castro's life which in turn was then to provide Castro with the
justification to order President Kennedy's assassination. Ir either
event, had Castro learned about the relationship between AMLASH/1 and
CIA he would have known only that there.was an inconclusive association
thgz certainly had not progressed to the point that it constituted the
basis for the postulated provocation. This is discussed in some detail
at Tab D of this paper.

The SSC Final Report discounts (at page 68) the possibility that
actual plotting by CIA with the criminal syndicate served as a source
for provocaf.ion for Castro to have President Kennedy murdered. There
are new considerations that developed in the course of the present
review that throw more 1ight on the role of the criminal syndicate,
but they do not provide a basis.for taking issue with the judgment of
the SSC Final Report, which dismissed the activity as having provided
Castro with the postulated provocation. This is discussed at Tab C.
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Itums Selected by the SSC for Critical Comment

The SSC Final Report picked out a number of selected subjects for
treatment in support of its criticism of the thoroighnass of tha in-
vestigation by the intelligence agencies. One of these had to do with
the allegations in iMexico City by a man designated as "D". These al-

legations were demonstrated conclusively by the Warren Comission to.

R NI

have been false; why they are discussed at all in the SSC Final Report
is a question in itself. In another instance, reference is made to a

reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from Mexico City, awaiting

arrival of a private aircraft with a mysteriou~ ~~---- o . C
See file on filberto
was the Cubana flight on the ground for four h
Policarpo LOPEZ )
alleged five hour delay in departure) it depar :

——

(Q:D alleged arrival of the private aircraft. After CIA repb;zgd on a .

DXV DURTTINPRIFTRY. © VORI

UL B B VIR 2 PREIN
H
i
)

Cuban-American who departed on another Cubana flight, the FBI investi-
gated the man extensively, as is revealed by the information available

for use in the SSC Final PReport; a single report that caused him to be

dramatized is so full of errors as to be highly suspect, essentially : ]
being placed in doubt by cther evidence in the record. In another
instance considerable emphasis was given by the SSC Final Report to a

cablé.?rom the lexico City Station, replying to a 23 f{lovember 1953*?n—

quiry from CIA headquarters asking for reports orn contacts with certain
named Soviets. The true name of AHLA§H/1 was given in the Mexico City : '
reply, but not as having had contact with the Soviets -- which was the

purpose of the inquiry -- but as the subject of a meeting in December

*DIR 84885, 23.11.63
MEXI 7045 (IN 67281)

CONFIDENTIAL 24 Novenber 1963. /
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";’“\ 1960 between a functionary of the Cuban embassy with a Soviet, concern-
ing a press conference to be held in Mexico City by AMLASH/1 in February : :
and March 1961. AMLASH/1's name could have been omitted from the cable -
altogether, so far as its having any relevance to the inquiry about
persons having contact with Soviets is concerned. In any event, the

- meeting in December 1960 was prior to President Kennedy's inauguration,

which removes it yet further from any possible relevance to the subject

EITVY

matter. It really is not difficult to understand why the reference to

AMLASH/1's name did not lead to detailed research about him. This is

Y T

discussed further at Tab D.

Conclusions !

S L

Basically, the research effort for the present paper produced two

general conclusions. First, the SSC Final Report contains numerous

YWALAE o' 2B W'

factual errors, both in the extensive treatment of a selected opera-

tion (AMLASH) and in a number of separate incidents that it presents.

Second, while one can make the point in principle that the Warren

Commission could well have broadened its review to include the anti-

Cyban programs of the U.S. Government, in trying to make the case for
that concept Book Y of the SSC Final Report went to such lengths in its
treatment as to detract from the point at hand. It is difficult to
characterize it more generously.

In a very real sanse, the SSC Final Report has compounded the

s mr e - —

problem of public perception. On a flawed presentation it has accused
the intelligence agencies of derelictions and worse. While it has
reinforced the public sense of unfinished businegs yet to be done, it

has so badly beclouded the issue as to have done a disservice to

r--v-,-v\' .
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future attempts at objective and dispassionate inquiry.

While one can understand today why the Warren Commission limited
its inquiry to normal avenues of investigation, it would have served
to reinforce the credibility of its effort had it taken a broader
view of the matter. CIA, too, could have considered in specific
terms what most saw then in general terms--the possibility of Soviet
or Cuban involvement in the assassination because of tensions of
the time. It is not enough to be able to }oint out erroneous
criticisms made today. The Agency should have taken broader
{nitiatives then, as well. That CIA employees at the time felt--as
they obviously did--that the activities about which they knew had
no relevance to the Warren Commission inquiry does not take the place
ofia‘record of conscious review. The present research effort has
un&ertaken to conduct such a review; it is noted that the findings
are essentially negative. However, it must be récognized that CIA
cannot be achonfident of a cold trail in 1977 as it could have
been 1n 1964; this apparent fact will be noted by the critics of
the Agency, and by those who have found a career in the questions
already asked and yet to be asked about the assassination of
President Kennedy.

10

Costen

[P SURAR

;
i
1]
1
]
.
!
¢
3
fa




14-00000

.www,.
§

- iy
' -
N >
3 @
g . » .
! -3 F

" ORGANIZATION FOR AND CONDUCT OF REVIEW Lo

i
}
. i
%
!

oase - ARS LG ¥, ur '&u"u_:ynw'~“-—'0.--~ -




14-00000

G

b o e Pt v

Vs BRI e bt

2 M

CONFIDENTIAL

Organization for and Conduct of the Review

1. Many years have passed since the inquiry by the Warren Com-
mission. The persons who were most familiar with the activities
of the Agency during the period preceding the death of President
Kennedy, and during the {nvestigation of the Warren Cormission, are
no longer in place in the same work. Some- of the empioyees have
retired or have been transferred to other work. Some have died.

2. To respond to the questions raised in Book V of the SSC
Final Report, it was necessary to review old files and to assign to
this undertaking personnel not really familiar with the activities
of the Agency during a period of a dozen or more years before. A
study group was established to consider the size of the prbb\em and
to develop a plan for conducting the review. Chaired by a repre-
sentative from the 0ffice of the Inspector General, the group also o
consisted of members from Cl Staff, LA Division, and the Office of

security. Terms of Reference for the review were agreed upon in

early August 1976. Points emphasized for the review, because of the

thrust of Book V of the §SC Final Report, were (1) to conduct 2 full

review of information and operations on the Cuban target to identify

" any activity that might relate to the assassination of President Kennedy,

and (2) to review the possibility that CIA activities against Cuba

did, by their nature, cause Castro to order the assassination of

CONFIDENTIAL
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President Kennedy. A copy of the Terms of Reference is attached.

3. The two main holdings of files for the period in question
were in LA Division and CI Staff, of the Directorate of Operations,
with less voluminous files being held in the Office of Security and
the Office of the Inspector General. The organization for the review
of those files is described below.

4. LA Division: LA Division was the ?epository of the files
for Agency operations conducted against Cuba. These files were known
to be extensive. Under the Terms of Reference those files for the
period 1 January 1961 to 1 January 1965 were selected for review,
covering a three-year period prior to the death of President Kennedy
and the following year. A research group was formed composed of ‘
five full-time réSearchers. a group leader and a task force supervisor.
An additional four researchers participated in different phases of
the research, which continued to mid-May 1977. :

5. Reference to material for this research was obtained from
the LA Division registry, the Cuba Desk machine runs, and a special

comprehensive file listing prepared for this purpose by Information

‘Services Staff (ISS). On the basis of this it was originally believed

that material pertinent to the search would number approximately 900
operational folders, plus numerous related 201-files. It was later
determined, however, that a thorough review should include additional g
operational and subject files which brought the total to well over A

two thousand files. In view of the date of the material, much of it,
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both operational and subject, had been retired to Archives at
Warrenton, Virginia. The remainder is held at Headquarters in the
files or archival material of Information Processing Group. This
material is easily retrievable through the use of specific job
numbers and file reference numbers recorded and retained in the
LA Division research group files (too numerous to cite herein).

6. Following is a breakdown of the types and numbers of files
reviewed, criteria employed in the research, the findings, and
organization of the material:

a. Types and Number of Files Reviewed

(1) Operational 1,729
(601 with findings and 1,128
with no findings '

(2) Subject Files . 547
(186 with findings and 361
with no findings)

(3) Cuba Policy Files 101
(4) Chief, WH Division Chrono Files
{Task Force W Chronos) 37
(5) Official 201 Dossiers __100-plus
Total 2,514

b. Criteria Used in the Research

As a guide the research group followed the Terms of
Reference referred to above. In addition to the Terms of

Reference, the group remained alert to other items of interest
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brought to its attention by the IG Staff, on an ad hoc basis,
and to additional questions raised in the course of the
study. A name trace was always run, and/or the 201-file was
reviewed, if available, on any individual allegedly involved
in an assassination plot against President Kennedy or Fidel
Castro. This task was made somewhat easier as the result of
a memorandum prepared by the Cuba Desl, in August 1975,
based on traces of the names in the so-called Black Book
that Fidel Castro passed to Senator McGovern, which dealt
with individuals the Cubans alleged were involved in assassi-
nation attempts against Castro.

¢. Findings and Organization of the Findings

Each researcher submitted a draft paper noting the
subject of the folder(s) reviewed, a brief description of the
activity, and a copy of those document(s) or findings which
contained information believed to be pertinent to the review.
Also included were job numbers, official file numbers,

inclusive dates of material researched, and the number of

.volumes reviewed. Beginning in January 1977, at the request

of the IG Staff, the researchers also began noting FBI and/or
other government agencies knowledge of information, to the
extent recorded in Agency files. Separate finished memoranda
were prepared, on the basis of these data, including the
heading Findings. This heading Jists the specific document
number(s) and othar pertinent data, and a few lines providing
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the gist of the document(s) for purpose of easy and quick

reference. These memoranda, with a copy of the document(s)

attached, are filed in alphabetical order, by project and
subject, in hard-back green folders as part of the official

LA Division research group files under the official classi-

fication number 019-6C4-001 (VYolumes XI through XX). Alse

included in the records are two folders (Volumes IX and X)

containing 1,439 draft memoranda with negative findings.

These records are restricted in LA Division.

7. The LA Division research effort proved to be far more
complex than originally estimated. - Research continued to.lead to new
files, and the requirements. for meticulous analysis and correlation
of material further extended';he time required to complete the under-
taking. By completing this exﬁaustive review of files the Agency
can speak with considerable confidence as to what the records of
Cuban operations show, so far as they relate to the question of the
death of President Kennedy.

8. CI Staff: CI Staff assigned one senior officer to review
fts files on Lee Harvey Oswald, working under the general Terms of
Reference referred to above, and also to generate papers on points
not covered by the guidelines but pertinent to the general subject.

9. Since December 1963, the CI Staff has served as the point

of record for all questions relating to Lee Harvey Oswald and the

S H L ey

2 P e e
(388 S

cr trmeen v s ——————

e or



400000

Ppa et U I

a2 e X4

Q

N - e e T B e b e T e 5 e o —-
B it A il s AR M e S 7 e S —

GONFIDENTIAL

b -

Agency's role in the investigation conducted by the Warren Com-
mission. The so-called "Oswald File* now fills 57 volumes comprising
some 142 file folders and portfolfos. In addition, the Staff has
accumulated some 50 supplemental files including the master copy
of those documents released under provisions of the FOIA to the public
in March 1976 (first series) and those documents (second series)
released in September 1976 and March 1977.°
10. By necessity the documents in the file are held in chrono-
logical order; however, the file has become much more than just a —
chronological file on Lee Harvey Oswald. It has now become the
Agency's central repository for information and documentation that
it holds on:
a. The life of Harvey Oswald;
b. The Agency's role in the investigation conducted
by the Warren Commission, 1963--1964;
c. The testimony by various Agency officers before
the several commissions and comittees set up to review
the validity of previous investigations. (NB: It should
be pointed out that this portion of this file is not
complete); and
d. The point of record for Agency action taken in
response to requests submitted to the Agency under pro-

visions of the Freedom of Information Act.
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11. In order to come to grips with the voluminous material in
the Oswald files, it soon became obvious that, in order to be in
a position to respond effectively and expeditiously to the Terms of i
= Reference and to allegations and accusations in Book V of the SSC .
- Final Report, it would be necessary to copy much of the file and to
place these copies in folders set up accor'ding to general and specific '
subjects. In order to check charges that this Agency had withheld
information from the FBI and the h’arren. Commission, and that there
was "no evidence that the FBI asked the Agency to conduct 2n investi-
gation or gather information,” the following files were set up:

a. Correspondence from the Warren Commission; o '

SICOHLS, L

b. Correspondence from the Agency to the Warren
Commission;

¢. Agency disseminations to the Intelligence Community,

particularly the FBI;
d. Correspondence from the FBI to the Agency requesting
assistance and information;
e. Chronological summary of information on and actions
taken relating to Silvia Tirado de DURAN; and
f. Chronological summary of information on and actions ) o
taken relating to Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. -
These files provided a basis for checking statements included in the
“ SSC Final Report and to determine what the Agency actually did do
- in relation to the Warren Commission inquiry.
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12. The approach to the problem at hand was to assemble by

chronological and statistical compilations the Agency's record on

the matter, {a) its initiation of collection requirements for infor-

mation, and the papers it originated on various aspects of the

investigation for passage to the Intelligence Community, particularly

the FBI and the Warren Commission, and (b), its response to require-
ments and requests levied upon it by the Intelligencé Community and
the Warren Commission. Certain parts of the record were summarized
to record what actually happened in those instances in which it
differs from representations in the SSC Report.

13. Office of Security: The Office of Security assigned one

officer to identify material in its records believed to have some

po§sib1e relation to the Kennedy assassination. Ouring the course of

this review, approximately fifty subject files were identified as

containing material of some relevance. This matenial amounted to

the equivalent of approximately two safe drawers. The files reviewed

included volumes on Lee Harvey Oswald, AMLASH, various individuals
connected with the Criminal Underworld Plot, and a collection of
files containing the results of name traces conducted at the time

of the "Garrison Investigation.”

14. Office of the Inspectsr General: The Office of the Inspector

General held the report that it produced in 1967 on plotting against

Castro, as well as related materials accumulated subsequently. It

also received files developed in 1973 in response to a 9 May 1973
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request by the DCI to Agency employees concerning questionable

activities. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to

IR St s

the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research

AT s

¥ effort. Additionally, because of the emphasis given to events in

23

3 Mexico by Book V of the SSC Final Report, the Office of the Inspector
General emplcyed on contract a retired employee who had served as
a special case officer in Mexico City durihg the period preceding

President Kennedy's death and during the investigation afterwards.

O X R e R T

The retired employee recalled for this task conducted an extensive
review of all Mexico City files and materials held in Headquarters
or retired to Archives. The result of her research is found in

Tabs B and F.

-y 15. The file holdings in the Office of the Inpsector General

are less than one safe drawer. However, the AMLASH file, held by

U TR K e e

LA Division/Directorate of Operations, was reviewed by a member of
the Office of the Inspector General, as were parts of the AMTRUNK
file, also held by LA Division. These two activities are discussed
in Annexes D and C, respectively.

16. There were a limited number of interviews to clarify
specific points.

Ak kxR Kk ok

Detailed records of the research undertaken are held in the

respective components participating in this effort.v Selected back-
'!, up material for the final report is also held in the Office of the

Inspector General.
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request by the DCI to Agency employees concerning questionable
activities. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to
the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research
effort., Additionally, because of the emphasis given to events in
Mexico by Book V of the SSC Final Report, the Office of the Inspector
General emplcyed on contract a retired employee who had served as -
a special case officer in Mexico City duriﬁg the period preceding
President Kennedy's death and during the investigation afterwards.
The retired employee recalled for this task conducted an extensive
review of all Mexico City files and materials held in Headquarters
or retired to Archives. The result of her research is found in
Tabs B and F.

15. The file holdings iu: the Office of the Inpsector General
are less than one safe drawer. However, the AMLASH file, held by
LA Division/Directorate of Operations, was reviewed by a member of
the Office of the Inspeétor General, as were parts of the AMTRUNK
file, also held by LA Division. These two activities are discussed
fn Annexes D and C, respectively.

16. There were a limited number of interviews to clarify
specific points.

* &k ¥ k& & &
Detailed records of the research undertaken are held in the
respective components participating in this effort. Selected back-
up material for the final report is also held in the Office of the

Inspector General.
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TERMS OF REFERENCE

A m e e w

FOR REVIEW OF

ISSUES RAISED IN

o Gt

BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT

im0 At Lt

1. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses~- ) .
(1) the general idea that the intelligenée community--primarily f
: CIA and FBI--did not undertake a full review of the possibility
of Cuban involvement in the assassination oi President Kennedy,
and (2) the idea that CIA activities against Cuba were provocative '
and may have led to the assassination of President Kerredy. The
former by itself is not too difficult a problem to address. Either
there was or there was not an extensive intelligence collection
program to ascertain all possible information on the subject.
Either there was or there was not an exhaustive review of all
information in the Agency that might in some way relate to this
question. Either the Agency did or did not report what it had
to the Warren Commission for further inquiry and review.

o

HUFNLY

rd

] 2. The second portion of the Subcommittee's presentation
H is somewhat more diffuse and complex. By way of general back-
g ground it summarizes Agency and U.S. operations against Castro's

Cuba. There is an inference--almost subliminal--that these

general activities were provocative. More specific, however,

is the detailed treatment of the: AMLASH operation as an activity

that the report suggests could have provoked Castro into retaliatory

action against President Kennedy. The failure of CIA tc report
_ this to the Warren Commission, in the context of the provocation

theory, is advanced as a failure to report relevant information.

: Detailed treatment of thc operation is given in the report in . .
support of the thesis. .
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3, The issue of operational activity that could have provoked
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy cannot
be restricted to the AMLASH operation. In itself it may be one of
the poorer examples of something that might have proven so pro-
vocative as to stimulate a retaliatory strike by Castro against
President Kennedy. There were other operations with the un-
qualified objective of killing Castro. These contrast with the
AMLASH affair in which the agreed purpose was not so clear and
in which the sequence of events throws considerable doubt on the
Subcommittee'!s treatment of the activity in this respect.

a. The following questions are intended to serve as
a guide in a records review of the extent of the Agency's
investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission.

(1) What collection requirements were issued to
the field with regard to Kennedy's assassination?

(2) What follow-up of these requirements was
there during 19647

(3) What form did the follow-up take?

(4) Identify and describe the records with regard
to this activity.

(5) What reporting was there from the field in
response to Headquarters' requirements? :
‘ L]
(6) What dissemination and review was this
reporting given?

(7) Was dissemination made on this reporting to
the CI Staff?

(8) Was this reporting given to the Warren Commission?

(9) What review of Headquarters' material was
ordered through 1964?
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(10) What werethe parameters of these instructions?
(11) What responses were therc and where are they?

; (12) What evidence is there that the "provocation"

theory was considered during the Warren Commission i

enquiries, either in CIA or the Warren Commission? ¥
{13) What action was taken with reference to this :

concept as a basis for reviewing relating Agency programs? :

(14) What records are there on this and where are they? }

»
R RPREFIERT IR RY PUPE AN

(15) Were there any efforts made to develop an
Oswald/Cuban connection? :

(16) What form did they take? '

e rae

(17) What exchanges were there with the FBI on this
subject?

(18) What action developed from these exchanges? ‘

(19) What records are there on these exchanges and
where are they?

g s o

e (20) To what extent were elements of the Agency

) other than the CI Staff and LA Division involved in-in-
vestigating the assassination during the Warren Commission
tenure?

(21) What is the total CIA information on the two !
flights from Mexico City to Havana?

(22) What was done at the time to develop further !
information on this matter? ) '
(23) Can further information be acquired on this
matter now? i
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(24) What is the total CIA information on "D''?

(25) Is further information on "D'" needed ir view
of the SSC Subcommittee reference to it?

(26) What information does CIA have on Oswald T
FPCC relations?

. T A o e

(27) What does CIA know about the New Orleans
training activity and was anything provided on this to
the Warren Commission?

e

RS R LV

(28) What is the total CIA information on "A"?
! (29) Who is the man photographed in Mexico City?

N . (30) What is the CIA information on the 4 December
1963 report of an agent meeting Oswald in Cuba?

LS

(31) What is the total CIA information on Cuban
assassination policies and programs up to November 22, :
1963? !

(32) What is the total CIA information on Castro's L
7 September 1963 statemeats re retribution? i

(33) Does the testimony before the SSC of CIA
employees contain anything on the above questioas? i
If so, what? i
H
]

b. On the subject of possible provocation for the
assassination plots against Castro, each of the known ‘activities
should be reviewed to the extent possible in order to determine
any additional relevant information on this plot.

(1) What is the total information on the plots involving
the criminal syndicates?

(2) Who was witting of the planning for the syndicate .
operation? '
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(3) Are there current considerations on the syndicate X
operation not faced previously (e.g., a former Oifice ‘
of Security officer may have knowledge that was rot
surfaced in the interviews with him with the SSC or
Agency personnel. Additionally, a former LA Division
career agent may have some insights that could throw
light on one of the operatioas),

Lo ket e

P AN e

(4) There are a couple of cases based on agent
tratfic (reported to the SSC during the study of alleged
assassination plots) indicating plans during the Bay of
Pigs period to shoot Castro. What is the total CL\
information on these? *

T AT e

(5) What is the significance on the subject of '

provocation in the book given Senator McGovern by
Castro? !

RO o LARORL T ¢ e

(6) While the AMLASH operation is subject to fairly
detailed reconstruction from a very complete record,
there are points that should be addressed particclarly,
because of their treatment in the SSC Subcommittee report,
For instance, is there significance in the fact that CIA
contacted AMLASH/1 in September 1963 after such a
long time? Or was it simply that this was the first time
the opportunity had presented itself since earlier meetings?

(7) Just what did the case officer tell AMLASH/1
when making plans for the 22 November meeting? .

(8) What was the security of the relationship with
AMLASH/1 during the period preceding the assassination
of President Kennedy? i

(9) In what time frame was Fitzgerald's Executive
Officer speaking when he stated his judzment that the
AMLASH/1 operation was an assassination plot?
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c. What other action might CIA have taken in coanection
with the investigation? An effort should be made to list
these, including consultation with surviving officials to
determine not only what they considored the requirement
at the time, but what was omitted and why.

4. In conclusion, these Terms of Relerence" undertake
to address the entire questior of possible provocation of U, S,
policy and CIA programs in the period preceding the assassination
of President Kennedy. An aspect of this ig the SSC Subcommittee's
apparent view that CIA assassination plotting could have instigated
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy, which,
therefore, should have been reported to the Warren Commission.
Just as importantly, the final paper sBould reflect findings in the
area of what the Agency did in response to Warren Commission
requirements (both stated by the Warren Commission and those
that could have been conceived by the Agency), and how it pursued
these lines of action and reported them to the Commission, This
will include consideration oi specific new and wnanswered questions
raised in the Schweiker report
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S. D. Breckinridge \‘3
O/Inspector General

IANA

Robert Wall
CI Staff
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CIA's Performance on the Inguiries

Book V of the SSC Final Report challenges the performance of the
intelligence agencies during the Warren Commission inquiry, empha-
sizing things that it feels should have been done but which it asserts

were not.
It is correct to say that CIA has not produced evidence or

analysis that addresses every theory that has been advanced over the
years. A record of the volume of CIA repo;;ing to the FBI and the
Warren Commission is at Tab E. As a practical consideration, every
theoretical question that can be conceived cannot be answered con-
clusively; there simply may be no evidence at all, or if there is
evidence somewhere it may not be accessible. The issue is what the
intelligence agencies did -- in the present instance, what was the
performance of CIA -- with Book V of the SSC Final Report portraying
a patter of neglect or avoidance that is not supported by the record.
The SSC Final Report offers a number of separate subjects in

support of 1fs case:
a. It refers to an allegation by a person identified as

“D" (pages 28-30, 41-42 and 102-103) that he overheard and

saw Oswald being handed money in Mexico City for the purpose
of assassinating President Kennedy; this was proven false, both
by polygraph and by determining that Oswald was in New Orleans
dnstead of Mexico City at the time the incident was supposed to

have occurred. This subject is treated in a confusing and in-

conclusive manner in the SSC Final Report.
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b. A considerable portion of the Report is given to the

AMLASH operation. The operation is described fnaccurately.
The Report assigns it characteristics that it did not have during
the period preceding the assassination of President Kennedy, in
order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported
to the Warren Comission. This is treated in some detail at Tab D
§ of this report. : See separate folder, -
' c. Space is devoted to two aircrafﬁ flights from Mexico : "Unidentified Air Pas
; City to Havana, on 22 November and 27 November (see pages 60- . Ror” !
63). The first of these flights, as described in the $SC Report, "i:;7’— M“}

is based on an inaccurate report about a delay of the 22 November

i

flight to meet a mysterious private aircraft; the correct story

et

removes the basis for the inferences of the SSC version. The

e w

second of these flights had to do with a man whose significance

arises from a patently erroneous report; the FBI investigated him

thoroughly, as is apparent from the condensed summary in the SSC

Final Report. ’

' . ' . ‘g .
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These examples illustrate the problem of commenting on the SSC Final

Report, the question becoming that of how to deal with Congress1ona]

4
e ——

- - criticism presented on the basis of fnaccurate factual perceptions. .
To treat the problem it was felt necessary to review the record in-depth

and to report the findings, whatever they are.

Recognizing the possibility of error or oversight in 1964--both

on the part of CIA and the Warren Commission--consideration was given

LA RN S VRN O N

to courses of action CIA might have taken to throw some 1ight on the
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questions as understood at the time, as well as considering those
questions that have developed since then. What would be the areas of
inquiry? Oswald was an obvious subject of investigation.

Oswald was known to have been out of the country twice subsequent
to his return to private life from the Marine Corps in September 1959.
These overseas adventures were appropriate for CIA attention. The
first of these overseas trips was when he went to the Soviet Union in
October 1959 from which he réturned in June 1962. The second of these
trips was when he went to Mexico City in late September 1963, from
which he returned in early October 1963.

In addition to these two areas of obvious specific inquiry for CIA,
there is the problem of general foreign intelligence collection that
might in some way produce information on the subject. The SSC Final
Report adds to these considerations overations being conducted by CIA
as part of a general U.S. program against the Castro regime. These
four general areas of inquiry are covered below.

1. Travel to and from the USSR 1959-1962

On 26 November 1963 a cable“was sent to Paris, Rome, Madrid,
Copenhagen, Oslo, Helsinki, Brussels, The Hague, London, and Ottawa
giving biographic information on Lee Harvey Oswald. It noted his
discharge from the Marine Corps in September 1959 and his travel to
the Soviet Union in October 1959, including sketchy details as to his
employment and marriage while ir the USSR. The cable requested:

"any scrap information which bears on President's

éssassination....“ - e
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~DIR 86077, 2 Decemher 1963
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BONN §579 (IN 73338), 4 December 1963 : i‘
-} Attt B11o (1N 7337%), 4 December 1963 : té
Nt B316 (I 75065), 6 Decenber 1963 . z

. STUT 5545 (IN 76758), 9 Pecember 1963 f

EGNT R400, 9 December 1963 ;

-

n. * HELS 2209 (IN 68739), 27 November 1963
ROME 1235 (IN 68802), 27 November 1963
OTTA 1275 (IN 69005), 27 November 1063
. COPE 3469 (IN 69011), 27 November 1063
LOND 6097 (IN 69100), 27 November 1963
OTTA 1277 (IN 69233), 27 November 1063
0SLO 4490 (IN 69290), 27 Novenber 1963
MADR 9789 (IN 69328), 28 November 1963
BRUS 8739 (IN 69852), 29 November 1963
ROME 1258 (IN 70111), 29 November 1963
PART 1770 (IN 74234), S December 1963

PARI 1833 (IN 77148), 10 December 1963
PAR] 1845 (IN 77397), 10 December 1963
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On 27 Nevember the various addressee stations replied, with

v 650100)
Y LoxD 6097 (In 6014 {
Helsinki and Loadon providing additional details on the travel of © %7\N0VCfﬂﬂ3r 1963

Oswald to the USSR. Additionally, Londoﬁ\reported that a British

Journalist claimed that during his own imprisonment in Cuba in 1959
there was a U.S. gangster there by the name of Santos, who was living
in luxury in jail because he could not return to the U.S.; the source

stated that Santos was "visited frequently by another American

cangster named 'Ruby'.” (See pages 24--25, Tab C.)
Also on 27 November Cttawéyreported the "delight" of the Cuban

Embassy staff over the assassination of President Kennedy although W oTTA 1277 (I 69233)

27 NovenbeT 1963 -
the staff was instructed to “cease looking happy in public," in

|

s : " $ *
conformance with instructions from Cuba to “govern their actions by semtesitisio byt o

official attitude of Govt to which they accredited." 0515:‘on the
same date, reported that the Soviets were shocked, blaming the
assassination on extreme right-wing elements.  Otherwise, the initial
responses produced no other information. ’ ;mm-“""““-~~~_“____,Egggggﬁ
On 2§ November Thé Hague and Frankfuré‘;vere queried about Oswald's 27 ) °Vem£e r(I.\r 59?90)
travel back from the USSR. This query was followed on 2 December by ’—> . N
a similar cable to Berlin, Frankfurt, .Bonn and The Hague?ﬁ:Various
reporting produced details about the travel of Oswald and his wife

from the USSR through Germany and the Netherlands enroute to the

United States in June 1962.
The other stations involved in these inquiries had no traces or

information on Oswald; liaison services were also queried without i
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detailed results although there were some technical operations that
produced peripheral information about the reactions of various groups
under intelligence surveillance. Considerable exchanges were held
with the Warren Commission on Oswald's Soviet record and its possible
significance. No evidence was found tying the Soviet Union to Oswald's

g assassination of President Kenredy. Book V of the SSC Final Report,

| in not criticising the Agency's performangf in this aspect of the

investigation, seems to have accepted it as adequate, and it will

not be detailed here.

1I. Oswald Mexico Visit -- September-October 1963

The visit by Oswald to Mexico City, in his attempt to get

visas for travel to the Soviet Union and Cuba, has received extensive

_attention. The details concerning the coverage of Oswald's visit to
Mexico §s treated in another annex to this paper (Tab F). The concern

felt by all initially for the possible significance of Oswald’s visit,

and his contacts with the Cuban and Soviet embassies, was obvious at

P g

the time. The following statemeht is in a cable to Mexico City*bn
-28 November 1963:

“We have by<no means excluded the possibility

that other as yet unknown persons may have E

been involved or even that other powers may

PRy

have played a role. Please continue all your ,
coverage of Soviet and Cuban installations

and your 1iaison with Mexicans."

9 " e

: DIR 85655, zsymber 1963 |
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The allegations made by "D," about having seen Oswald taking money

from Cubans in the Cuban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive
attention from CIA and the FBI, working together closely on the matter,
and with the Hexican authorities. This was demonstrated conclusively

to have been a false allegation. Oswald was in New Orleans at the

time of the reported incident, and the person making the allegations

was demonstrated by polygraph to have been lying., After the allegations
by "D" had been demonstrated to be false, Headquarters made the following

20 deewha

statement to the Mexico City Station on 1-December 1963

"pls continue to follow all leads and tips. 'DI!% 86064, 30.11.63 \

The question of whether Oswald acted solely
on his own has still not been finally resolved.”

Again, on 13’December 1063 the HMexico City Station was cabled as

follows: DIP 88650, 12 Deccnber 1}‘63

&tl
“Plse continue watch for Soviet or Cuban reaction =~

to investigation of assassination, evidence i
of their complicity, signs they putting out
propaganda about case. FYI only, Soviet Intel
in India had letters sent to [U.S. Sovernment]
leaders demanding full invest1gation of case.”

On 17 December 1963 Headquarters' forwarded a dispatch to the Mexico

City Station stated as follows:

AT - 4 D B ST AR N A 42l 3 3 I R b e e

=_..Mex{co City has been the only major ;

<

¥ OEMMY-12193, 17.12.63
overseas reporter in the case. ‘hile this

partly dictated by the facts of Lee Oswald's
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life, we have not overlooked the really out- -

standing performance of Mexico City's major

assets and the speed, precision, and perception

with which the data was forwarded. Here it was

relayed within minutes to the White House,

[Department of State] and [the FBI].

*Your LIENVOY data, the statements of Silvia

DURAN, and your analyses were major factors in

the quick clarification of the case, blanking

out the really ominous spectre of foreign backing.”

Essentially, Oswald's visit to Mexico City was investigated as
thoroughly as possible, producing no evidence there of Soviet or
Cuban complicity in the assassination of President Kennedy. If anything,
events during Oswald's visit there are more subject to being seen as
counter to such a possibility, given his troubles with both Cubans
and Soviets. We do not offer this thought as the final word, but more
simply that if it bears on the subject at all it is inconsistent with
speculation that he had some special relationship with either nation.
1t is noted that varfous allegations have been.made in the press

in connection with the House Select Committee on Assassinations

inquiry concerning CIA information regarding Oswald's Mexico visit;

these are commented on at Tab G. I x
| DIR 84608, 22.11163

II1. General Collection Requirements

On 22 Hovember 1963’5]1 CIA stations abroad received a cable”

from Headquarters with the following statement:
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“Tragic death of President Kennedy requires all
of us to look sharp for any unusual intelligence
developments. Although we have no reason to
expect anything of a particular military nature,
all hands should be on the iﬁick alert at least
for the next few days while the new President
takés over the reins.”

It is appropriate at this point to observe the general reaction
to be expected from such a communicatioﬁ. Without any leads, other
than those arising from Oswald's identification, the requirements to
field stations were necessarily general. General reporting can be
stimulated by general requests, if there is something to report, and
this is what was undertaken. In addition, in any event, intelligence
assets and 1iaison services overseas are quick to realize the signifi-
cance of impertant information and will report it on their own initiative.
It is significant, in the 1ight of these considerations, that there has
been the most limited reporting on the subject. Were there relevantA
or significant information on the subject it would have been reported
either in responses to the expression of general interest, or
spontaneously, if such information was known to Agency sources.

If one believes that there was a conspiracy, with Oswald involved,
one must accept the likelihood that his fellow conspirators would not
have shared their knowledge beyond the narrow circle of those directly
fnvolved. Conversely, if there were no conspiracy, there obviously
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would be nothing to report in the first place. The absence of concrete
reporting seems to serve, regardless of which js the case, as the basis
for the apparent SSC view that no collection effort was undertaken.

As has been noted above, there were initial CIA coliection re-
quirements to the field. What they could be realistically expected to
produce must be related to whether there was any information to collect
at all, and if so whether it was accessible. The requirements were issued,
but in retrospect it is doubtful that they could produce much of the who-
what-where-when-how information that typifies intelligence collection
reporting. A reflection of the basic nature ;f the problem is found in
the Headquarter§£§5§;?\to Mexico City on 17 December 1963y(note above)
which contains the follswing comment about the limited reportina from

other stations: c 4 yper-12103, 17.12.13

., . . this partly dictated by the facts of Lee ==

s i e

Oswald's life.-. ." ™

The SSC Final ﬁeport speaks in rather unqualified terms at page 10

about the resources of the intelligence agencies, including a description
of "an extensive intelligence network in Cuba,® suggesting that it was
only necessary to ask to get. It is correct to say that there were
sources in Cuba able to report on events, such as troop ncvements, but
there‘were no penetrations of Castro's inner circle, where any infor-
mation on the subject in question would exist. The distinction apparently
was missed -- or ignored -- by the authors of the SSC Final Report. As
stated by the Miami Chief of Station, quoted at page 58 of the SSC Report:

'How‘if you are referring to our capability to conduct

an {investigation in Cuba, 1 would have to say it was

1imited.”

This does not mean that such assets as there were did not have reporting
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requirements levied on them, in fact, there vas considerable activity
in this respect. In the course of the present review a nurber of case
officers at the Station during that period have described the frenetic
activity in this respect. The ~haracterization by the Chief of Station
as to passive collection by CIA inside the United States should not be
extended to apply to what was done with reporting assets outside the
United States, as the SSC Final Report attempts to do at the bottom of
page 58.

The SSC Final Report has undertaken to paint this in very different
terms than the record supports. The extensive reporting to the FBI
and the Harrea Commission provides a truer reflection of the level of
activity by CIA (see Tab E), even if its sources did not bear on every
question that has been conceived since then.

1V “Unpursued Leads"

At pages 60-67, in Book V of the SSC Final Report, there is a section
that addresses leads that were felt to not have been followed by the

intelligence ayencies. This follows the section on CIA's Perfermance

~on_the Inquiries. This section first addresses_two Cubana flights to

Havana from Mexico City on 22 Novembér (the date of President Kennady's

murder) and 27 Hovember 1963, raising questions about passengers reported

REIIATY

to be aboard those ﬂights?F )

By way of background it is note&:tﬁat during that period Cubana
flights traveled on a round trip basis between Havana and Mexico
City every other day. More specifically, there vere flights at this

time on 22 November, 25 Hovember and 27 ovember. The flights on
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22 and 25 November to Havana were passenger flights, while the one
on 27 November appears to have been essentially a cargo flight, with
one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. All flights
to Havana apparently carried some freight.

CIA conducted regular surveillance of Cubana flights, filing cable
reports to Headcuceters. There was one unilateral CIA surveillance
team {1 IFTRE) that observed arrivais and departures of Cubana flights,
reporting any unusral incidents and providing copies of flight manifests.

The Mexican authorities also had a surveillance team of its own at the

ajrport, which provided photographs of passports and also provided copiesi

of passenger lists‘[:gghitionally. a telephone tap operation (LIENVOY)
against the Cuban embassy provided transcripts of conversations with
the Cubana office and the Mexican Airport Control Office::::]

The 22 November 1963 Flight

At pages 30, 60, 61 and 103 of Book V of the SSC Final Report,
reference is made to a reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from
Mexico City to Havana the evening of President Kennedy's assassination,
22 November 1963. The SSC Report déscribes the delay as being from
6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing aspect
of the report was that the reported delay was to await arrival at
10:30 P.M. EST of a private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited
an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs
clearance and traveled to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final
Report emphasized CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring

further into the matter.
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Book V of the SSC Final Report states that CIA could not ékplain,

- at the time of the writing of the SSC Report, why there was no .ecord

of a follow-up. In fact, the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori-
ties were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no
recorded response. The éurrent review revealed additional information
from the surveillance noted above, which bears directly on the subject.
In reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion

of Mexico City time to Eastern Standard Time (EST) in the SSC Final
Report tends to distort the time perspective somewhat. Mexico City
times are used in the following discussion.

The LIENVOY transcripts record a series of discussions about the
status of the 22 November flight--when it was to arrive and when it
departed. These records show that the flight arrived at the platform
at the airport at 1620 hours Mexico City time; presumably it landed
a few minutes earlier. At one point prior to arrival of the aircraft,
one person speaking on the telephone stated that the afrcraft was due
at 1630 hours and "it will go" at 1756, suggesting a quick turnaround
that would have reduced unloading and loading time, as well as
servicing, to a relatively short period. However, the key report on
the departure of the aircraft was a statement at 2040 hours that the
aircraft had taken off five minutes earlier, i.e., 2035 hours.

]
The following facts stand out, in contrast to the presentation in

the SSC Final Report:

1. The Cubana flight was on the ground in Mexico City

for a total of four hours and zbout ten minutes. It was not
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delayed five hours, as alleged.

2. The Cubana flight took off at 2035 hours Mexico City
time, 55 minutes ahead of the alleged arrival at 2130 of a
private flight with a secret passenger. This also contrasts
further with the alleged departure time of the Cubana flight,

which the report stated to be 2200. Actual departure preceded

substantially the reported arrival of the aircraft for which it

allegedly was delayed. .

In view of the surveillance coverage of the Cubana flight, it is
very doubtful that the alleged activity involving the private twin-
engined aircraft and passenger would have gone unnoticed or unreported
had it occurred. Personnel in Mexico City at the time were aware of
these sources and probably knew the above facts, feeling no need to
follow further.

The report in question was in error, and misled the SSC in its
summary of the matter. . ’

The Passenger on the 27 November 1963 Flight

At pages 61-63 and 104, the SSC Final Report describes in con-
siderable detail information concerning a Cuban-American who came to
the attention of the CIA and the FBI in the period following the
assassination of President Kennedy. The introductory comments of the
SSC Final Report state that:

* . . . one source alleged that the Cuban-American

was 'involved' in the assassination.”
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The SSC Report states that the CIA reported the case to the FBI "almost
fmmediately,” but that the Bureau did not conduct a follow-up investi-
gatfon “as part of (its) work for the Warren Comission.” Further
down the same page the SSC Report states that “(t)he FBI did investi-
gate this individual after receiving the CIA report of his unusual
travel." At page 63 the SSC Report observes that "...the suspicious
travel of this individual coupled with the possibility that Oswald had
contacted the Tampa chapter (of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee--FPCC)
certainly should have prompted a far more thorough and timely investi-
gation than the FBI conducted..." We do not know just what the Bureau
did in this respect, nor have we tried to resolve the apparent incon-
sistencies in the SSC Report noted above, but the SSC Final Report
contains considerable detail about the man, presumably reflacting the
results of FBI inquiries.
While this section of the SSC Report is directed primarily at the
FBI, we reviewed the reporting because of CIA's initial role in reporting
about the man. There is also one implicit criticism of CIA, which will
be noted.
Book V of the SSC Final Report has the following summary statement

at page 104, in the chronology section:

“December 5 - Mexico Station cables that someone who

saw the Cuban-American board the aircraft to Havana

on November 27 reported that he ‘looked suspicious’..."
At page 61 it states that there "is no indication that CIA followed-

up on this report (that the man was "involved in the assassination"),
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except to ask a Cuban defector about his knowledge of the Cuban-

American's activities."

e e s ——— %y S

The presentation of this matter in the SSC Report contains some
inaccuracies. First, the Mexico City Station did not ggglg_Washington b
that the man "looked suspicious." There was a cablef dated 5 December
1963, but it reported that the man had "crossed at Laredo, Texas on

23 November," that he registered at a certain hotel in Mexico City at

a certain time on 25 November, that he chetked out of the hotel at a

T b DR SN S GRS s et e e 0w i TNPRETEY < oty 20e

certain time and departed for Havana "as only passenger on Cubana

flight on night 27 November," and that there vas a good photograph of
*

him taken at the airport. This was followed by a dispatch’the same

date, repeating the basic information in the cable, enclosing the photo- ‘i —

graph, and containing the following cryptic statement: *\iEXI-7253 (IN 7422§7)

SRS MR A N Lt oy gt - e

“Source states the timing and circumstances surrounding f 5 December 1963

Subject's travel through Mexico and departure for Havana
x
are suspicious." ¥ I*MA-22579, 5 December

¢

This comment is cryptic, at least, and--given that dramatic moment in -
history--doubtless reflects a preliminary comment of a person who

was on the alert at that time for anything that might be construed as
possibly unusual. The above quotation was the Station's actual report

of the observation by the source, and is what was reported to the FBI;

BRI SRR A R R R R n R BT N T e

it di{fers from the quotation in the SSC Report. There was an internal

5
é memd*in the Station that was even more cryptic, but which was in the ! .
a . ! b

g nature of an informal reminder, which stated that the man was reported :
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% P . j@" See !lemorandum for the é

3 . 15 Record, 3 December 1963 i
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to have “jooked suspicious"; but this formulation never found its way
into the more careful statements that usually characterize official

reporting. The point is that the observation was cryprtic and impres-

sionistic, rather than constituting a tangible basis for dramatic

activity or final conclusions.

I

the record, but which is essentially resolved when considered in the fomm s

!

!

!

:

i

E

§ There is one piece of reporting that could confuse those reviewing
i

; context of known facts. On 19 March ]96@? Monterrey Base cabled g ¥ MITY-0829 (1M 431933

g that a source of a local (Monterrey) “agent of the federal judicial 5 19 March 1964

2 police" had information on a man; the description seems to have the :

; same Cuban-American in wind. The following should be noted about the
report: it misspelled the man's name; it offered a bare statement E

that he "was involved in Kennedy assassination”; it states that he

:

g entered Mexico "on foot" from Laredo, Texas (according to the SSC Final

g égport, the FBI concluded that he entered by automobdile); it asserts

; th;t he stayed at the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City (while'the dates and o S,
; times of his registration and check-out at a specific hotel in-Mexico 4 .

City, where ge stayed, were known); it gave an incorrect number for his

SUARURATIINVT et Sernd 16 e

passport; and, it stated that his Mexican tourist card was issued
in Nuevo Laredo (when it was known to have been issued in Tampa, ,

Florida). The report, on its face, was factually incorrect on a number

el SR 2 TR

of known points. The source patently was extensively misinformed, the

hard facts of his report being in error. The Chief of Base at the time,
when queried about the report in the course of the present review, could ;

not recall it.
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There is one additional aspect of the matter, in which the
record is confused. If we are to comment negatively on the pre-

sentation by the SSC in its emphasis on report, we must point out

BT S

that the Mexico City Station's response to the Monterrey report . b s
contributes to such confusion as may exist on the matter. When : MEXT-8740 (1 43040)
Mexico City received the Monterrey cable the Deputy Chief of : 20 March 1964 )

Station rep]ied‘that the information in the report "jibes fully

with that provided Station by (Mexico City source) 4 December 63.*
It did not jibe in most respects, other than the date and place of

entry into Mexico. The mistake of that cable cannot be explained

today, but wrong it obviously was. It does, however, serve to

highlight the basic unreliability of the report and indicate how
! it should be considered responsibly.
Implicit criticism of CIA's not collecting more information

on the man is not well tounded. It had no real sources with access

e

to information concerning him; when a defector from Cuba became
avaflable with such information he was queried and the results

were provided the authorities.
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A dparations Ajafnst Cuba

The SSC Final Keport spaals of ap2rations aacinst Cuba and the
Castre regime, and contends tizt they should have teen reported in
f deta’l to the Wirszn Comm1ss*§n as part of the subiect matter that
. s conscicusly tovk irto consiveration. A cuse can te made for
specific considerations ¢ these varius sctivitias by the Warren
Comission, at teast as pert of the unijw backgrevnd of the times;
' it might have proiided it additiorat dnvisliqitive leads. However,
to advance the general thousht iz nct t¢ discard the uzual tas¢s of
; evidence that must still contrei Fow the 7indings are treated.
It should be noted that at the time of the Warren Commission
fnquiry there was no secret about the tensfons between the Kennedy

', Administration and the Castro regime. Eusk V of the SSC Final

o v o s b

:Report refers briefly to scme of the mory dramatic events, such as
the Bay of Pigs in April 1961 and the Missile Crisis in October 1962 -
(see pages 2, 3, 10.and 11). In fact, the totality of American | |

policy and practice must have appeared threatening to the Castro 4’,'

regime, and most certainly must have been considered by it as pro- \

vocative.

Additional U. S. policies and programs that could have been

viewed negatively by Castro were the breaking of diplomatic relations,
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economic and political sanctions, paramilitary operations {which re-
ceived recurring publicity in tne press), as well as a variety of
covert operations that were not known publicly. On 18 November 1663
President Kennedy -- four days before his death -- delivered a major
policy address in Miami, accusing Castro of having betrayed the Cuban
revolution; at the time the press, reportedly on the basis of what
sWhite House sources” said about it, viewed it as a call for the Cuban i
people to overthrow the Castro regime.

The United States provided a haven and base for Cuban exiles, who
conducted their independent operations against the Castro government.
Some of these exiles had the support of CIA, as well as from other
elements of the U.S. Government, ard sti1l others had support from
? private sources. With or without official U.S. support these exiles
spoke in forceful Latin terms about what they hoped to do. The Cuban i
intelligence services had agents in the exile community in America '
and it is 1ikely that what they reported back to Havana assigned to ‘
CIA responsibility for many of the activities under consideration:
whether CIA was involved or not.

We do not know the extent to which the Warren Commission took

i
§
]
!
what might be characterized as "judicial notice" of the tensions i
between the two governments and their leaders; it certainly was in g

the public domain. That consideration was given the possibility of
,
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Cuban or Soviet involvement in the assassination is no secret, clearly
reflecting a recognition of the question at the time. That a request
was not made by the Warren Conmission, nor volunteered by the intel-
ligence agencies, for extensive review of all Cuban operations is being
faulted today. VYet, in the light of understandings at fhat time, it

could well have appeared to members of the Warren Commission and its

‘staff as not directly relevant, in fact, to the specific issue of the

murder of the President. In the absence of evidence to the contrary
a case could still be made for that view, although the evolution of
public perceptions probably would not accept it without reservation.

The SSC Final Report has fixed on the Cuban operations of the
intelligence agencies--primarily those of CIA--for special attention
in considering the question. Implicitly it accepts the theory that
there couid well have been conspiracy in the murder of President
Kennedy, and that Castro could have been behind it, having been pro-
voked by depredations against Cuba or plotting against his own life.
However, in advancing its thesis, the SSC Report cautioned that it
had "seen no evidence that Fidel Castro or others in the Cuban govern-
ment plotted President Kennedy's assassination in retaliation for U.S.
operations against Cuba."

In response to this perception, conveyed in Book V of the SSC

Final Report, we have conducted a major review of Agency files {the

!:4)!4
%
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organization of that effort is discussed at Tab A of this report). 1lhis
was for the express purpose of identifying any separate activities that
§ could have provoked Castro to order the assassination of President
Kennedy had he learned of them, aﬁd to evaluate their security.

Today, in 1977, it is difficult to reconstruct exactly everythinrg
that did and did not occur in the course of the Warren Commission in-
quiries in 1964. Not all that happened is.a matter of record. For
instance, in CIA at that time there were many individuals assigned to
various aspects of Cuban operations. They were familiar in detail with .
those activities, with what they were and with their strengths and

weaknesses. They doubtless made numerous conscious but unrecorded

Judgments about what seemed relevant or irrelevant to the considera-

tions of the Warren Commission. Had they been aware of any aspects of
those activitiék that may have related to the assassination of the
President it is safe to say it would have been surfaced in some way.
While CIA produced considerable material for the investigatioﬁ (see
Tab E) that more was not ;eported is a meaningful indication of what
was known then by those actually involved, as distinguished from what !
might be hypothesized at a later date. To contend to the contrary --

which has been suggested by some -- would require a unanimous con-

spiracy of many American citizens, employees of CIA, many of whom

knew aspects of even the most closely guarded activities.

) 4
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Today, the knowledge of the persons involved directly in the
various Cuban operations in the period preceding President Kennedy's . '
death cannot be recaptured in the form that it existed then. Those
persons are scattered, their memories are blurred by time, and some

i are dead. The SSC, for instance -- in its attempt to capture ele-
: ments of the past -- seems to have led some employees into expressing
opinions on subject matter they did not know in 1964, apparently in
response to representations by SSC staff members as to the facts; this
f1lustrates at best the difficulties in resolving hypothetical issues, '
today, on a responsible basis.
The SSC Final Report devotes considerable time to the so-called ;
AMLASH operation, which centered on a high Cuban official who was
dissatisfied with the Castro regime. The Agency had only a tentative
relationship with this man during President Kennedy's life, although

S T Ty

the SSC Final Report -- in trying to prove its thesis -- has attempted

to present it differently. Because the case is discussed so exten-
sively in the SSC Final Report, it is treated in a separate annex in ‘ § ;
this paper, at Tab D. The key point is that prior to President % .
Kennedy's death the relationship with AMLASH/1 was amorphous and '
without substance. Had Castro learned of it he could learn only that

there was a contact that had not developed to the point of an under-

taking. This will not be treated further in this section of this

discussion.
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In the face of the hypotheses advanced by the SSC Final Report,
it has been felt necessary to review in depth all records of Cuban
operations conducted by CIA during the period in question, 1961-1964.
The organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not
possible to predict the form that information turned up by this
inquiry might take, and special care had to be exercised {n the effort.
In doing this the "provocation concept" of the SSC Report was kept in }
mind. In the months that it took to complete this extensive review,
it is significant to observe that three areas of specific operational
activity were found that either might meet some of the requirements
of the provocation theory, or throw some further light on fssues
already considered. To report this concluston is not to dfsmiss the
original questions that faced the Warren Commiscion as to whether

there might have been Cuban or Soviet connections with Oswald. That

w—— e vt ———  +

such possibilities remain unresolved in some minds is apparent, but ‘
that the records of CIA, in such a review, do not add significantly *
to evidence on the subject, is the conclusion of the present inquiry.

The areas of operational activity noted above can be described

briefly as follows:

1. Operations directed against the Cuban leadership (AMTRUNK).

2. Operations involving the criminal underworld.

3. Other reports of plans to assassinate Castro.

ALY
deadietal
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Operation AMTRUNK

There is one other general activii: that was considered in the
course of the present research, which is discussed below, This
activity, AMTRUNK, was to develop a capability for splitting the
leadership of the Casiro regime and eventually overthrowing it, It
never reached the point of implementation; however, because 1t suffered
possible security vulnerabilities, it is treated here evap though it
never materialized. In our professional judgment this activity,

. because of its failure to ever develop substance, is not really rele- :

o | vant to the question. It is included simply because it might be viewed, - |
by virtue of its security vulnerabilities, as fitting in part the

j hypothesis of the SSC Final Report; it seemed better to fnclude 1t than ' ;
try and explain at some later date why it was omitted, a1though the I

i reasoning should be apparent. If its inclusion in this report is subject

! to question because of its lack of substance, perhaps it serves some

purpose in indicating how little turned up in the course of this

research to meet any of thé.rather loosely formulated provocation thesis

of the SSC Report. '

In early 1963 there were Cuban exiles who wished to change the

direction that events seemed to have taken in Cuba. Two of them, Nestor

Antonfo Moreno Lopez and Enrique Cayardo Robera, developed an oper-

ational concept to overthrow the Castro government, which came to be

known as the Leonardo Plan. Cayardo had been a public fiqure in Cuba,
who had no apparent role in the activity following original {nception
of the plan. Moreno was the son of a Cuban senator and Minfster of Public

Works; as a lawyer in Cuba he had been involved in only 3 minor way in

’ 1

the anti-Batista movement.

7 B See Falder No. 7 - Opera-

tions to Split CASFRO Re-

-

gime; (AMTRUNK Operation)
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Porero defected ts tha United States in April 1961, settling
in Miami where he associated with anti-Castro exiles. Among his
associates was Jorga Ajbuszy Volsky, a Cuban citizen of Polish origin.
Volsky had been in prison in the USSR in the 1940's, and enlisted in
the Polish Air Force during \WII under the British Air Conmand, “After
WWII he marriced a Cuban national, and for a period operated his own
business in Havana. Although avidly pro-Castro he reportedly was

imprisoned for a few weels following the Bay of Pigs invasion. As

he hald a valid U.S. visa, he left Cuba, arriving in Niami in May-1961.

Cayardo and lcrero discussed the Leonardo Plan with Voisky. He,
ia turn, discussad it with Tadeus (Tad) Uitold Szulc, a reporter with
the lew York Times. Szulc had reported on Cuban activities for theA
New York Times pricr to the fall of Batista, during which time he had
developed a wide acquaintance among Cubans. He was transferred to
the Times Washington Bureau in April 1961, where he claimed to have
an entree to the White ilouse through his uncle, Ambassador John C.
Hitey. He also claimed to have a standing invitation for direct con-
tact with President Kennedy, Attorney General Robert Kennedy, and
McGeorge Bundy on wmatters concerning Cuta. Hhile the actual nature of
this entree is not known to CIA, it is through his intercession that
the Leonardo Plan gained government—]fvgl support and apéroval.

In early 1953 Szulc ar;anged én interview in Washington with
Mr. Richard Goodwin, a White House advisor. Volsky and Szulc then met
with Robert Hurwitch, a senior official in the Department of State,
vho presented the concept to the CIA with Dapartment zpproval. CIA

assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known as AHTRUNK.
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AMTRUNK was concefved as first identifying disaffected key per-
sonnel in the Cuban armed forces with the long range objective of i
uniting them against the Castro regime. On 4 April 1963 CIA cabled
certain stations and bases orders to identify Cubans who might be
used in the activity, Ouring that period the CIA Chief of Station
in Miami questioned CIA control of the operation. Noting uncertain
2 security considerations, he felt it best to fund the operation gen-

erously in order for {t to proceed jndependently.

On 17 April 1963 Szulc informed Hurwitch that the Miami Station
had given Volsky responsibility for the decision of whether or not

the operation was to proceed; this was not consistent with CIA

intentions.

In August 1963 things still had hot progressed very far. A
Headquarters cable on 5 August 1963 to certain stations and bases
coqp]ained about the absence of responses to the 4 April cable. It
emphasized that activity to penetrate the Cuba armed forces was a
high priority objective. In early September 1963 AMTRUNK had three

{ntelligence sources in Cuba: Miguel A. Diaz Isalgue, Ramon Guin
Hector Robello, and Modesto Orozco Basulto. One of these sources,
Guin, was repcrtedly close to AMLASH/1, a man with whom CIA was

dealing separately through a Headquarters case officer -- tut at

9
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that time unsuccessfully -- in trying to develop an operational ap-
proach similar in some respects to AMTRUNK. The AMLASH operation is
discussed at Tab D.

It was decided at the end of October 1963 that Moreno should be

separated from the operational details of the AMTRUNK operation be-

" cause of numerous indiscretions and poor security practice. Arrange-

ments were made to involve him in a radio program to be used in con-
nection with the Rebel Army that eventually it was hoped would arise
against Castro. Moreno threatened to appeal this decision through
Volsky and Szulc to the President.

In November 1963 the program was still trying to develop leads
into higher echelons of_the military.and civilian leadership. The
operation moved slowly, with preliminary infiltrations designed to
set up infiltration/exfiltratior routes; Although it had success-
fully recruited some persons during 1963 in Cuba, it had made prac-
tically no progress in establishing an organization or any capability
for action. At a much later date as its numbers increased its secur-
ity became less certain. In 1965 its security was believed to have
been seriously compromised and the decision was taken to cut off re-

lations with it. Various figures were arrested, including Guin, Diaz

and AMLASH/1.

SEGRET™
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The reason for selecting this operation for discussion here is
just not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses
from the beginning. Szulc and Volsky are considered to be highly
suspect and they are discussed below, with another person who became
involved in the activity.

a. Tad Szulc. Szulc has been suspect since 1948 when

the FBI recordcd reports that he wWas a cormunist. Re-

portedly he was in frequent contact with communist party

leaders and functionaries throughout Latin America. Sus-
picions about his motives or possible connections with
foreign intelligence services, have never been proven.

Niccle Szulc, daughter nf Tad Szulc, is reportedly an avid

communist. Philip Agee's Inside the Company: A CIA Diary

credits Nicole Szule with having “obtained vital research l
materials in New York and Washington, D.C." She is be- .
lieved to be an agent of the Cuban DGI. Doubts about Tad i
Szulc are unconfirmed but remain alive. Of Polish origin :
Szulc became a U.S. citizen in 1954 by a special bill of

Congress.

b. Jorge Ajbuszyc Volsky. Like Szulc, he is of Polish t i
origin. He and Szulc became acquainted in 1959-1960 in

—
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Cuba. A CI Study of Volsky, dated 24 August 1964, prepared

by a JMWAVE analyst, makes the following statement: "Volsky's
knowledge of clandestine methods of operation, together with
his Russian prison background and his ingenuity as a middleman
in U.S. Government/CIA activities, made him an excellent

Q candidate for a communist penetration agent and that the pos-

é sibility existed that he might be a singleton, sleeper or
[ stringer for the RIS." There has been no confirmation of
these suspicions. Volsky became a naturalized U.S. citizen
on 10 April 1969. !

c. Jose Ricardo RABEL Nunez. Born in Cuba, he was the

son of a native born American citizen. He was educated both
in cuba and in the States and later (1940) enlisted in the ;
U.S. Army. After discharge he returned to Cuba but kept

moving back and forth between the U.S. and Cuba. Viewed in

retrospect, his career presents a pattewof changing alle-

giances. He joined the anti-Batista forces in March 1952
first with the Cuban exiles in the United States and later
from inside Cuba. He joined the Cuban Army under Batista

and was the Cuban liaison officer with the U.S. Army mis- i
sion in Cuba from November 1954 until 1956. During his

D 12
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entire period in the Cuban Army, he was involved with

dissident army elements. RABEL was arrested in April 1956 when

he participated in an attempted coup. After a short imprison-

ment he returned to the U.5. and worked with ore cf his brothers. i
In October 1957, he returned to Cuba and became involved with !
i the 26th of July Movement and later with the Cienfuegos Group. \
i Shortly after the Castro victory, Castro called upon RABEL to'

: set up a Cuban Marine Corps, a job he held until 1960, at which '

time he was appointed Chief of Viviendos Campesinas {Rural

Housing). Approached by CIA, he refused to work in place but ;
was willing to defect, which he did in December 1962, being %
recruited by JMWAVE Station where he was used “in AMTRUNK

activities. He returned to Cuba on his own in 1965, reportedly
to attempt the exfiltration of his family. Upon return to Cuba

[
he was arrested and sentenced to 30 years imprisonment but was

set free in July or August 1967. There were accusations that
RABEL was a Cuban agent as early as July 1963. The accusations
were never proven.

In view of the later roll-up of the AMTRUNK operation the

tentative opinion has been offered that the operation could have

———— s Gy e

been an ingenious plan by the Cubans from the beginning, using access f

i ’ at high levels in the U.S. Government to learn the identities of ' i
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individuals in the Cuban hierarchy who were disloyal to the regime.
whatever the later penetrations by Cuban intelligence, the role of
Szulc and Volsky, in the early phase of the operation, could have
exposed both its members and eventual objectives to Cuban intelli-
gence.

Accepting the possibility of vital security flaws in the
operation, it must be obsarved that there was very little progress
and no concrete planning during the life of President Kennedy. The
eventual objective was to develop sufficient support and organization
to overthrow the Cuban regime. It never made much progress,
although it did lay down caches and conducted some infiltrations
and exfiltrations in 1964 and 1965.

An attempt to build support that might eventually have the
capability to attempt a <oup against the Castro regime obviously . i
would have been irritating to Castro. That it never really prog-
ressed very far during the iife of President Kennedy is a relevant ;
consideration to whether or not the tentative beginnings would have . i
provoked Castro to order the assassination of President Kennedy. '

New Considerations on the Syndicate Operation

In the course of the present review a by-line story by Paul

Meskil ia the New York Daily News attracted special attention because ]
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of one statement that it contained. One of a series of stories
printed 20-25 April 1975, it quoted Frank Sturgis as follows:

“The third (assassination) scheme involved

planting a bomb in Castro's office. 'I had

access to the Prime Minister's office,' Sturgis

sald. 'I knew Fidel's private secretary Juan

Orta. I recruited him to work with the embassy

(American Embassy in Havana).'®

Sturgis has been something of a soldier of fortune over the
years, having served in different branches of the U.S. military
and having been in the anti-Batista movement prior to Castro's
takeover. Sturgis stayed on in Cuba until mid-1959, during which
time he reportedly had some role in the Castro regime's control -
of the gambling interests. He came to the United States in 1959.
Sturgis gained notoriety when arrested on 17 June 1972 in the Water-
gate break-in. He has claimed on a number of occasions to have been
an employee of CIA, although there is no record of any such relation-
ship. He was in contact with some of the CIA Cuban employees in the
Miami area, but had no direct relationships with the Agency.
The particular feature in the above excerpt from the newspaper

story is that it constitutes the first public reference to Juan

Orta in the role of an assassin in plans against Castro. Orta was,
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_the Cuban leadership.

in fact, the first man who reportedly was to have been used in the
operation that CIA had, with the criminal syndicate, to kill Castro.
Orta was the director of the Office of the Prime Minister, which
gave him the access that would make it possible for him to poison
Castro. The plan failed because Orta lost his position, and with

jt his access, in late January 1961. This was prior to delivery

of the poison pills to him in late February or early March 1961.
Orta's role in this connection was over when he took refuge in the
Venezuelan Embassy in Havana in April 1961. He was allowed to leave
Cuba in October 1964 and settled in Miami in February 1965. As for
Sturgis® assertion that he recruited Orta to work with the embassy,
CIA files have no record that Orta was recruited for CIA by apyone
during the period there was an embassy in Cuba. While Orta was
repqrted in early 1961 as being used in the CIA-syndicate atte$pt
against Castro, CIA had no direct relationships with him until he 1765'
left Cuba, at which time he was used as a source of information on

SF.Thé fact remains that Orta did at one time have the role of

USRS R

intended assassin. Sturgis' identificaticn of Orta in this capacity, ;
prior to its becoming known to external investigators in 1975, raised

the question of just what Sturgis had known, and whether he could
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have been a source of information on the subject whereby Castro
could have learned of CIA's earlier plan against his life.

Newspaper stories are not necessarily reliable sources of

information. However, because the statement by Sturgis in 1975
indicated a familiarity with Orta's availability to play the role
of assassin in 1960, additional attention was given the statement
in the press to see how it might fit in wjth other things that are
known. What follows is subject to reservations that must attach
to the reliability of newspaper stories.

The New York Daily News stories (20-25 April 1975), and another

story by the same author on 13 June 1976, refer to possible relation-
ships between Sturgis and Trafficante, also mentioning a Horman

Rothman as a gambling partner of Trafficante. The 0ffice of Security
wrose a memerandum in 1975, in conjunction with the first set of New

York Daily News stories, noting that there was a connection between

Sturgis and Rothman in 1960, citing FBI reports. It is pertinent

to note here that in addition to the role Sturgis is reported to

have had with the Castro government in relation to the gambling
activities, Juan Orta's availability for the assassination assignment
was understood to be due to his having lost payoffs that he had once
received from the gambling interests. One can deduce that Sturgis

and Orta could have known one another because of their connections
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with the Jambling activities as well as having contacts with
the men heading the gazbling organizations.

The New York Daily News story of 1976 also reports a claim by a

Marie Lorenz that she acted in 1960 in behalf of Sturgis, in an
attempt to assassinate Castro. She had also been mentioned in the
1975 stories, Ms. Lorenz reportedly was Castro's mistress at one
point, and her access, so the story indicates, was used as a means
for getting to him. The 1976 news story concludes that "soon after
her murder mission failed the CIA recruited Mafia mobsters . . . to
ki1l Castro ., . ." In the news story she claimed that the plan
involved the use of poison pills which she concealed in a jar of face
cream; they dissolved and could not be used.

On page 79 of the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination
Plots the following is extracted from an 18 October 1960 memorandum
from the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigaticn to the CIA
Deputy Director for Plans:

"During recent conversations with several
friends, (Sam) Giancana stated that Fidel
Castro was to be done away with very shortly.
When doubt was expressed regarding this state-
ment, Giancana reportedly assured those

. present that Castro's assassination would sccur
fn November. Moreover, he allegedly indicated

that he had already met with the assassin-ta-be
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on three occasions . . . Giancana claimed that
everything has been perfected for the killing

of Castro, and that the 'assassin' had arranged
with a girl, not further described, to dr&p a 'pill!
in some drink or food of Castro.“ ’

This seems to confirm some plot involving a woman to kill Castro
with poison. However, the dating of events does not fit the time
frame known to CIA. While consideration had been given to various

- schemes, there were no CIA pills for delivery until February 1961.

It suggests that the syndicate may have been moving ahead on its own.

Following collapse of CIA's access to Castro through Orta,
Johnny Roselli, the man who had served as tﬁe Agency's original inter-
mediary with the syndicate, stated that he knew a Cuban exile leader
who might participate. This man, Tony Varona, headed the Democratic - B i
Revolutionary Front, one of the exile groups that also received . ’
support from CIA as part of the larger Cuban operation. VaronaAwas
dissatisfied with the nature and extent of that support; Miami Station . . f
suspected that he was not keeping his bargain with the Agency. In ' i
fact, it is possible that Varmna already was involved in independent
operations with the criminal syndicate when first approached prior to
the Bay of Pigs in March 1961 to carry out the Castro assassination.
The 1967 IG Report refers to two FBI reports that bear on this.
One of them, on 21 December 1960, indicates support by the criminal

Q SECRE[
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underworld for some of the Cuban exiles. The other report, on

18 January 1961, suggests that Varona was one of those receiving
that support, although this was not confirmed. As a matter of
interest, as late as 10 June 1964 there was a report that gangster
elements in the Miami area were offering $150,000 for anyone who
would ki1l Castro (an amount mentioned to the syndicate repre-
sentatives by CIA case officers at an earlier date). These bits
of information, fitted together, could provide the basis for an .
explanation of why Varona was so readily available when approached

by Roselli. It also may throw 1ight on a question roted in the

1967 16 Report. The operation with the syndicate had been called
off following the Bay of Pigs in April 1961; yet, when it was
reactivated in April 1962 the case officer felt there was something . 1
alrg;qy ongoing in spite of the fact that the operation had been : ‘
oo tenminatéd a year earlier. It is possible that CIA simply found itself
involved in providing additional resources for independent operations

that the syndicate already had under way. The criminal syndicate

had important interests in Cuba, and to recover them may well have

sought on its own to eliminate Castro. In a sense CIA may have been

> —

piggy-backing on the syndicate and in addition to its material contri-

butions was also supplying an aura of official sanction.
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What do these various considerations suggest? It is obvious
that many lines of speculation can be develcped, not the least of
which is that the Agency did not know the full extent of syndicate
activities. Clearly, the Agency's case officers felt that they were
initiating a new activity that had the sole purpose of accomplishing
the elimination of Castro. The additional considerations cdn be
Tisted as follows: '

1. The c¢criminal syndicate may well have had some inde-

pendent activities of its own underway prior to CIA involve- .

ment in late 1960. These operations could well have con-

tinued after the CIA standdown following the Bay of Pigs,

being ongoing in some form when CIA reactivated the plan ;

in April 1962, |

3. The syndicate operations could have activities such

as those that are reported in the New York Daily News
stories in 1975 and 1976.

! 3. Frank Sturgis seems to have had contacts with the
criminal syndicate, although from outward appearances he
was not a member of it. He could well have been used by
the syndicate in its activities.

4. Sturgis has not been a reliable source, so his
statements are treated with considerable reserve. He
probably did know Juan Orta when both of them were in Cuba.

He was outside of Cuba, however, when Orta was given the

n;
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role of assassin. Whatever ne knew at that time--and
his knowledge may be of a much later date--could have heen I
in the form reported fifteen years later in the 1975

newspaper stories. If there was such an operation it

was not CIA's; it could have been an earlier operation

of the syndicate. While Sturgis could have known of

or have been involved in earlier activity by the syndicate,

whatever its form, he may also have had no part in any

of it; he may merely have fabricated a story from bits

and pieces learned by him from gossip in the Miami

; community after Orta settled there in 1965.

5. If the syndicate was conducting its own operations,

that would tend to reinforce the thought that the detafls

of 1ts operations would have been characterized by discre-

OO OIS

tion--or security--despite the FBI report in October 1960.
L ]

The authors of Book VY of the SSC Final Report felt that the

operation seeking to employ the resources of the criminal syndicate

LA e e,

would not have provided Castro the clear provocation that was hypothe-

sized for the AMLASH operation. At page 68 the Report stated: : |

" ... it is unlikely that Castro could have ; 2

!
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distinguished the CIA plots with the underworld
from those plots not backed by CIA. In fact,
the methods the CIA used in these attempts were
designed to prevent the Cuban government from
attributing them to the CIA.®
In a sense the SSC made a conscious judgment, in the context of its
provocation theory, that was made less copsciously and in a different ,
context in 1964 by the few CIA employees who knew of the operations
with the syndicate -- that they bore no relation to the assassination

of President Kennedy.
Possible Ruby--Trafficante Contact

- There are fragments of unevaluated reports that leave one aspect

of the involvement of the criminal syndicate as 2 question. This can

only be noted here, as the means for resolving it one way or annther

are not within the Agency's 7 capabilitfes.
" As noted earlier (see Tab B.  .page 4), a 27 November 1963

report records statements by a British journalist that during his own

fmprisonment in Cuba $n 1959 he knew of a gangster type named "Santos”
who was in jail where he was visited by another American gangster type
named "Ruby.™ Current speculation has considered the possibility that

'Santos was Santos Trafficante who may have been in jail there in L i

1959. An FBI report of 14 August 1964 recorded a statement by a person

jailed in Cuba that he shared a cell with Trafficante.
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If the “Santos” in the British report was Trafficante, the
British and FBI reports tend to support one another on the narrow !
point of his imprisonment in Cuba in 1959. This is a material
consideration, as there are reservations about both sources.
It my be that the FBI has more information on this point, but
there is no further known relevant information in the Agency 9
on the matter. .

The significance of this is that if Trafficante was in
jail in Cuba in 1959, he could have been available for a visit
by Jack Ruby if such visits were allowed. Ruby, in fact, did visit
Cuba in 1959. The long time gap between 1959 and November 1963
removes the two incidents from candidacy for consideration as

) evidence of conspiracy against President Kennedy. However, if

Ruby was running an errand for someone in 1959, it would provide
an interesting lead for those inquiring into the possible signi-

ficance of past assocations or contacts.

Both the British report and the confirmation of Ruby's
1959 visit were known to the Warren Commission, and Ruby

reportedly spoke at length about his visit when questioned.
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However, Ruby is dead and Trafficante has declined to testify
at all. A later allegation of a visit by Ruby to Cuba in late
1962 or early 1963 is believed not to be true.

Qtier Reported Assassination Proposals

There werc other references to possible assassination plots
against Castro that seem not to have been addressed in the Interim

Report of the SSC on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign

Leaders. They are summarized briefly beTow:

In May 1975 a Cuban exile who came to be a contract employee
stated that i.. February 1961 he was given a rifle and the mission
to enter Cuba to assassinate Castro. He claimed to have tried to
enter Cuba three times, but failed each time in gaining entry to
Cuba. Agency files have no further records on this matter.

As a result of a column by Jack Anderson in May 1977, a check

was made of Agency files referring to an Antonio Veciana, cited
by Anderson as a CIA employee. The man was never an employee of the |
Agency, but he was connected with ALPHA-66, a Cuban exile movement.
On three separate occasions (December 1960, July 1962, April 1966) :
he proposed to CIA employees the assassination of Fidel Castro.
He was rebuffed on each occasion. Again in 1970 there was a report
of his making a similar proposal while an AID employee at an overseas
post. The details of his actual role&aéunknown to the Agency,
although the FBI may have more details on him. This is touched on in

Tab G, which comments on selected newspaper stories published in the

' g:} course of this research effort.
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Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to Kill Castro

1. During the investigations in 1975 five agent messages were
identified that made reference to plans to kill Castro, or proposing
such action. Three of these messages related to the same operation,
the other two relating to separate proposals; there is no indication
that any of these proposals was the resul} of CIA initiative. The
existcace of these mecsages was mentioned during Mr. Colby's tastimony
before the Church Cormittee. In response to a request from the Deputy

Inspector General, LA Division prepared a summary of the messages

and on 8 August 1975 forwarded it to the Review Staff, then charged

with serving as an interface with the congressional committees.
Records of the Review Staff do not show how this paper was handled.

The subject was not covered-in the Churck Committee's interim report

on Al]eged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders and is
summarized again below. ’
1

2. Three of the messages involved the same group of agents,
and seem to relate to the same plan. The first message, dated
27 March 1961 (prior to the Bay of Pigs) was sent by an Agency
asset, AMBRONC/5. The message requested the Agency's opinion on
a proposed sabotage of the electric company in Havana, stating that
this could be coordinated "with attempt against Fidel in public

appearance (at) Sports Palace." The cable expressed the view that

I
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an "attempt against Fidel (is) in accordance with general plan.”
There is no record that this message was answered. Two days later,
on 29 March 1961, possibly because of the absence of a reply, the
same agent sent another message. This stated that the plan was
scheduled for 9 April. Castro was to speak at the Palace, and an
nassassination attempt at said place (will be) followed by a general
shutting off of main electric plants in Havana." General anti-regime
developments to follow this were then outlined. This message was
answered on 30 March agreeing that a "major effort should be launched
Havana on date you selected.” It recommended contacting other named
persons, looking to a more general uprising. The message addressed
;he general issue, making no comment on the proposal to kill Castro.
A third message, on 5 April 1961, presumably from the same agent,
reported that the persons he had been directed to contact had arms
for only 50 men. While stating that the sabotage of the electric
company and "possibly attempt on Fidel® would be carried out 9 April,
he emphasized that to do so would make it impossible to maintain a
clandestine organization in Cuba; "your military aid is decisive. If it
does not come that date we are lost." There is no indication that
this message was answered. No further reference to this plan has
been found.

3. We have reviewed the files of the persons identified in the
cables, and have interviewed a case officer who was responsible for
one of them, in an attempt to learn more about the matter. The

four agents in question are cormented on briefly below:
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a. AMBROHC/S is the agent who sent the messiges out-
iining the proposed sabotage effort and attempt against
Castro.
(1) 201 file opened 15 July 1960. A POA was
e : not issued until 18 December 1961, and an OA on
31 January 1962. A debriefing of him in November
1960, prior to the Kennedy Administration, revealed
that he had been in touch with people who had
plotted the assassination of Fidel Castro, and claimed
to have tried himself to make similar plans. He was
| infiltrated on 9 December 1960, exfiltrating 15 February
| ‘ 1961.
-(2) AMBRONC/5 was infiltrated again 3 March
1961 and exfiltrated again 19 June 1961. This
covered the perioq of his messages and the Bay of
Pigs. His sole mission was to organize resistance
groups.

(3) AMBRONC/5 was infiltrated again on 19 December
1961, exfiltrating 29 March 1962, again with the same
miﬁsion.

(4) AMBRONC/S was infiltrated finally 2 May
1962, was arrested 29 May 1962, and was executed
30 August 1962. He has been reported as never admitting

thaf he was a CIA agent. His name is not one of those

28
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™ in the book given Senmator McGovern by Castro, listing

those claimed by Castro to have plotted attempts against

his life.

b. AMCOAX/1 was one of those -AMBRONC/5 was told to
contact for his general plan for April 1961.

(1) POA on 5 January 1961. His mission was to
organize paramilitary activities in Cuba. He in-
filtrated in February 1961 and exfiltrated in July
1961 following the Bay of Pigs. This period covered
the above messages.

(2) Re-infiltrated 29 July 1961, with the same
organizing mission, he was arrested on 17 August 1961,
and is serving a thirty year term. His name appears
in the book given Senator McGovern.

c. AMPUG/1 was another of those AMBRONC/S Was told to
contact for his generai plan in April 1961.

(1) Recruited in September 1960, he was in-
filtrated that month, receiving airdrops in December : ;
1960. He returned to the U.S. 15 May 1961, following
the Bay of Pigs.

(2) Infiltrated again on 29 June 1961, with the
mission to organize resistance groups and conduct
sabotage operations!{E&~was arrested in July 1961, and
{s serving a thirty year term” His name is among those

\:) in the bock given Senator McGovern by Castro.‘h_—:x
29 ' ' i
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d. AMPANIC/7 was another of those that AMBRONC/5 was -

told to contact for his general plan in April 1961.

(1) This man was a "walk-in" 15 April 1960,
a POA being {ssued 30 January 1961 (although there was
a MOC since 12 July 1960). He was to organize resista;ce
groups in the Havana and Pinar del Rio areas. .

(2) Infiltrated 3 March 1961, he was arrested
23 April 1961, and is serving a thirty year term. His
name is among those in the book given Senator McGovern
by Castro.

(3) Records relating to this man mention his in- .
filtration into Cuba in August 1960 and exfiltration '
in November 1960 (prior to his being issued a POA).

His "mission" during that period is mentioned tersely
as being "to organize resistance groups . . . for
mounting sabotage operations . . . and assassination
of prominent Cuban Communist members in the Castro
entourage . . ." The records refer to "his own
personal objectives" during this period and criticizes
how he functioned during his stay in Cuba from August
to November 1960. The record then specifies how he is

-to conduct himself and focus his efforts on his return,

which was to develop sabotage operations. We were able

to contact one of his two case officeré. who has retired
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(the other had died), to ascertain his recollections.
Stating that at the time the focus was on developing
organizations for operations, he stated that an
assassination mission, such as attributed to AMPANIC/7
on his earlier time in Cuba, not only was not authorized,
but would have compromised the effort to organize.

Any such assassination missfon, the case officer states,
would have been at AMPARIC/7's dwn initiative.

4. It is clear that AMBRONC/S envisioned a general uprising
in Cuba, to commence with sabotage of the electric plant in Havana
and an attempt on Castro's life. The third of his messages reflected
pe;simism, and the fact is that the operation did not come off.
While the man had no expreﬁs mission from the Agency to mount an
operation against Castro personally, it is clear that no specific
objection was recorded to his statement 8f intentions. The one
recorded reply addresses the concept of general action and makes
no reference to the proposal to make an attempt on Castro.

5. The fact is that the 9 April 1961 operation did not come
off, and AMBRONC/5 has not been identified as an Agency asset.

Nor was his name included in the book given Senator McGovern

by Castro. The other men, none of whom had a mission of assassi-
nation from the Agency, aré!i?w serving thirty year terms, That
their names were included in the list given Senator McGovern by

Castro may be an attempt on Castro's part to enlarge on the facts
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rather than to report what he trly believes. They were not
executed, a consideration that may support this view.

6. The records are incomplete on the events identified by

the three messages. The time in question predates the Bay of Pigs.

The men mentioned above had more specific missions, other than
that of assassination. They exfiltrated subsequent to the event
described in the messageﬁ, and were arrested during subsequent
infiltrations into Cuba. There is no rgcord that any of them had
a mission from CIA to kill Castro. The person who proposed the
act in 1961 -- AMBRONC/S5 -- never acknowledged that he was a CIA
agenty and is not listed among those Castro reportedly believes
had the mission of his assassination:;::]
I1

7. 'Anotner agent message dated 4 June 1961 asked about a
man who had identified himself as Moratori of the,;talian Embassy,
who claimed to work for U.S. intelligence and to be in touch with
one Martin Elena and others (none identifiable), who "have plans
for an invasion within 30 days, éfter the killing of Fidel.” A
reply, dated 6 June, stated that the information was untrue and
that Moratori was not known and should not be trusted. (Insofar
as CIA records show, there was an Italian diplomat of that name
in Cuba at that time. Little is known dbout him.) The originator

of the agent message cannot be identified from present records.
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8. Another agent message dated 3 May 1961 from a member of
the Revolutionary Recovery Movement in Cuba said "will try to kill
Fidel today." A reply to fhis message dated 4 May told the agent
and his companions to "lay low" for the time being, and "Will
advise when operations can resume.” Tﬁere were no follow-up
messages on this subject in the records. The agent who sent the
message possibly was AMPUG/1, but as noted earlier his mission did
not include instructions to kill Fidel. His companions have not

been identified.
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1. AMLASH OPEFATICH

Comment on the AMLASH operation, in the context of its presenta- . .
tion in Book ¥ of the Final Report of the SSC, is complicated by the . .
i treatment given it in the Renort. Rather than being treated in a

unified way, reference and discussion is found throuahout the Report.'

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation

f
ey e e em—

differs materially from that presented in the SSC Resort, The Report
.. - ledves the inference that A'LASH/1 was perhaps an ageni of Castro, with ' . L

the mission of provoking a plot against Castro (pages 3, 74 and 79), .
E which in turn provided Castro with the justification for launching
Lee Harvey Nsvald against President Kennedy in retaliation. Alternatively,
the Report suggests that AMLASH/1 was so insecure in the conduct of his
activities that the details of his plotting could have become known to '
Castro, thereby providing the same basic motivation (pages 74 and 75). .

Hhichever of these alternatives, so the reasoning would be, the AHLASH

operation should have been reported to the Harren Commission. “e believe . ;
that nefther thesis applies. The character of the relationship between . !
CIA and AMLASH/1, prior to Oswald's assassination of President Xennedy, '

was so insubstantial and inconclusive that it provided no basis for

*See pages 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 23
29, 31, 35, 36, 59, 68, 69, 79, 71, 72, 73, 7%, 75, 77, 73, 79, and
86 of the 97-nage text, and pages 109, 101, 102, 103, 104, "and 135

of the eight-page chronology following the text.
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AMLASH/) to fec! that he had any tangible CIA supnort for plotting
against Castro. Whether one is inclined to see AMLASH/1 as either a

doudble agent or provocateur, or simply as a man who carelessly revealed

what he was doing, there was little for him to report or to leak.
PR

In preparing the current comment on the AMLASH operation, as
treated in the SSC Report, it was judged best to approach it in two.
ways. A sequential summary of the AMLASH bperation is intended to
present the Agency's understanding of the true nature of the activity.
Following that, selected points made in the SSC Report are addressed.
It is hoped that this presentation will help establish a clearer per-
spective for judging the actual substance of the operation.

PEE IR 2K 2R 2K 2R 2R 20 BE B B B J

As early as March 1959, AMLASH/1 was reported as expressing
directly to Castro his dissatisfaction with the situation in Cuba.

At that time he also was renorted as expressing his disillusiomment
and that if he "...did not get out of the country soon, he would kill
Castro himseif.”

Two years later, in March 1961, AMLASH/1 was met in Nexico City
by a CIA case officer stationed there. The occasion was AMLASH/1's
presence at the leftist-soonsored Latin America Confefénce on Mational
Sovereignty, Emancipation, and Peace. The meeting was arranged by
AMWHIP/1, a long-time friend of‘AMLASH/l. A dispatch in July 1961,

‘giving a general round-up on operational activity against Cubans in
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- Mexico City, described the meeting (kalong with others) as follows:
»_ ..the Station made 'an unsuccessful ‘aporoach’
to (AMLASH/1)...the 'approach’' consisted of a
‘friencly' talk between a case officer, a mutual
friend of (AMLASH/1) and (AMLASH/1) when he last
was visiting in Mexico. HWhile (AMLASH/1) did not
pick up the opportunity at that time, ne apparently
did not report the incident to his superiors and
the ground work may have been laid ‘for a similar action
in the future."
Later in March there was 3 report that AMLASH/1 and another Cuban wanted
to defect and needed help in escaping. Consideration of their exfil-
tration ended with a report that the Cuban police were aw;re of AMLASH/1's
intention and plans. '

In August 1961 AMWHIP/1 reported plans by AMIASH/1 to attend th
French National Student Union Cultural Festival, znd that A.-‘1LA§H/1

' wanted to meet with a "friend" of the Mexico City case officer's. The
files do not reveal that such a contact actually eccurred.

In June 1962 there was a repcrt that AMLASH/I would be travelling
via Praque to the World Youth Festival in Helsinkli. AMLASH/1 was
reported as wanting to defect, and also that on Mis return from Helsinki
he would pass through Paris where he hoped to meei AHIP/1. The FBI,
which was aware of CIA's association with AMYHIB/N, met with AMMHIP/1
4n Miami and took steps for him to be referred to CIA if he should
contact the.Paris Legal Attache.
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" In July 1962 CIA contacted AMMHIF/1; -whoimade ¥nown his dis-
satisfactlon with the way "CIA handled AMLASH/1's “planned defection” in

A 7 Septembae
Par1s in Augus* “1961.° U pians ‘were'made for d:ClAtcase officer and
TreLides en

' AMNHIP/] to ‘travel to "Helsinki and anywhere-else:necessary in an attempt

wall as emorssizi

to br'lng about AHLASH/I & defection, o the cate offizers

of how 10 Il oW
The first of a series of meetings with ALASH/ vas held in

Helsinln on 'Y August 1962.' ' Theé ‘origiat dBjective of his defection
im {h 'placé’ 'AMEASH/Y: was reported as feeling

became one of recruiting h

that if he could "do somethmé"reahy'Significant for the creation of a

R ARG FE M T U AP A R S P TP P
ew cUba. he wa% {nterésted in returnifg o carry-on the fight there."”

Am.ASHII spoke\:'ef 'sebof.'ége' of ‘an‘oi1vefinery:and the. execution of a

i
Cfr\ hea 2 .
i top ranking Castro <7 Ubordinate, OF the’Soviet Ambassador and of Castro
1 f ac
i himself. The Case officer's repor€ dtateduve for
; Sdl)?'oc: hOVC acoegrs -
i “§hile we were Fmaking g o ) EComiftrients ‘or plns, .
per‘arﬂer anc P 13 st : '
‘, 151 nted é0ETES CRALASH 3 MEREt cochemes Bike .
: spirator all _‘,oﬂ “r pom ) @ ) :
| he ‘envisioned’ dértainfy naa theiraplace, dot that - - :
% whom we o e A nd -~opgor USCaytihTant ) ‘
| Ya18t of ‘coordinationscpranninaio informatisn- ;
i distance ang c-ver= dig ines " R }
o] collection,’ Satc| \"Were necessary prerequi,si»tes to '
Th4 Ca%bie t**”] went on to 2zoid en §
ensure the va1ue and Suctess ofsuchoplans.” {
a5y action Sased-on such - !
. (Enphasis e orfginaT) 28 AHLASH/T may pat {
tagether. :
a The security hazard of too frequent meetings in Helsinki led to !
early, 2% tri7 faici. whije AMUISE Y u3clve oz ooy e . :
b= further meetings {5 $tockholm’and ‘Capénndgens tAMEAN/T was next i
n WEan~te“r kY an P . :
met on 16 and 17° August S$3 PariSCHRerenARRHIP/T ind the case officer 3

reghining-caref.l 1.7 lonc.ranie one Ear
were joined by ahother Case officer ? LAMEASHZT 62s given SH training

gatfen that mic-t rzter o7 ;
and suppHes. "On 20 August he was taken to the sowth of France for i :
{
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catie fooart a denolition demonstration _i" refused to be poiygraphed The case

) officer reported on 17 August- o
"Have no intun ion give [AMLASH/]] physical

Lriooe Sratts ooy s
ineiy iimination m'—ion as requirement but recognize
IR PRI TN | EEA RS e ée

U.s. plar or ac tthis something 2 could or might try to carry

out on his om initiative.
This suggests 2 plan of action targeties si-Cificaiiyv aca®r - . .5tro

~ The Headquarters cabled repi y the next day statad.

Loee

o ‘
Reoort, Lut the act it _:nmétrqngly concur that no phys:ca eﬁ.ﬂr}aﬁﬁni
OPCOR i missions be given [AMLASH/I] .
On 29 August 1962 AHLASH/i Teft Prague by air for Havana. This was

ASTLe L. oor e e YTl

the last tme that he was mot Lntii he next left Cukz {n Septemter

v . ."_e.g. ST

: < pwETE T A still awaiting - US reveal
! . COMMENT:
action.’” ™

It is noted at this point that AMLASH/1 was not 3

rian of

CCMMENT:
! recruited agent at that *‘ine--nor was he ever for that

! At tri: coint, after a o of tcuch with 2
matter, as Operational ﬁ-pprovai was never granted for
nan with . - lhere nagl ¢Ien - resrgeapdcns
o this purpose. By the end of August 1962 the CIA rela-
t WASHZT 2 vi2as were 0F Grouv ; RN A S I A
| right tionship with AMLASH/i kad made no real progressi
1 Pooexlcte el ol tus
! although he was viewed &s an operationai contact ith
| reference :: :% "insize ico" srzcify lastro,
! potential. Over 2 year passed between August 182 and
! 2s suggesi:l i~ tne S3C Fegor .. . ~3S cirecied lowarc,
i September 1963 when he vas next contacted by CIA.
: the more <-rer.  cussticn 07 et IltoT Jrince.
In terms of the reiationship that he had with CIZ the
Tt was ¢~z 23 3lternativse! e ~a certevt of I:ine
critical period, for purposes of this paper, is dhere-
51derin’ ESUR-Y S=1 of oF-WIE-S cloli azsisrn, ar- oot wit
fore between 5 September and 22 November 1963.
! the sne:’-ic conmeteticn or. srne 337 seessriatic
} :) AMLASH/1 attended the Conegiate Games in Porto flegre, Brazil
_from 5 through 8 Septemger 1963, as 2 representative af the Cuban

3
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Govermment.’ He was met there by AMWHP/1, and by the CIA case
iret officer who was to take over the relationship with him. AMLASH/1
reehiv - sald that he had written two SW messages’ (only one had been received).

vors 1ei He expressed his reluctance to use this form of communications because

-

r:- of Cuban postal censorship.
“characterizatlt {s ‘pértinent to whit followed to “noté'adere the relationship
is dispu between AMLASH/1 and CIA stood at that time.™ At page 13 of Book V
that the of the SSC Final Report the Following staténént agpears:
comcluco. oit w2 " . . . the CIA took steps to renew fts contact
operatio. »hicn L with a high-level Cuban official name? AMLASH. The
phase"” of thz rmatier. CIA‘s’-previous contact with him had deen sporadic;
ilegad Sesareisrtics he had not been in contact with the CIA since

the first contact witbefore the missile crisis of October i3§Z. The

it was uncertain whetexact purpose’tha CIA had for rénewing cmmtact is -
(Page 5). The ouinimot khown,'but thére:ls noévidence the @A intended -
ftself describes the atrthis-timé £o'usé AMLASH in"#A°8ssassination

by AMLASH/1, and the operatioa ®e U.S. resporse (supra}. e
Any disrThe reasom-for-there having béer ng contact *$ince Augus: 1962 was

time aristEply that AMLASH/T. d1d not Téavé Cubd after ‘that.until September

$SC Ren:1663. “df -1t :A's ‘narrowly correct to ‘state that ‘the “exa:t purpose"
_expressdfor: renewing contact was riat known to’ the' authors of the SSC Report,
$SC, FinAt nevertheless is quite clear why he was met. He was @n important

' Thpatentialr asset whosd asefulness’ remained” to-beS exploret. At this

in infepoint, not_only was there "no evidence {that) . . . an rssassination |
with ar.operation®: was® intended;’ it 16" quite clear’that' 1t°was not under

D consideration. Therproblem at the time was @tow to deal with the man.’ :\‘

~—

At page 14 of the SSC Report it is stated that the first meeting

Tyt - -.‘
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in September 1963:
. " . . . may have been to gain intelligence and to X
cultivate him as an asset for covert operatfons . . ."
A 7 September cable, cited on another point in the SSC Report,
provides an insight as to how AMLASH/1 was assessed at the time, as
well as emphasizing the uncertainty in the minds of the case officers i
e i of how to deal with him in the future: $ 7.
' YAMLASH cocky totally spoiled brat who will always

: be a control problem . . (he) will not take time or

have patience prepare or receive constant stream S/W

messages,let alone OWVL. AMLASH also needs strong

-
O A PR
" “. ‘. 3

confidant inside who will push and serve as chaplain . . .®

CIA headquarters replied on 9 September, saying in part: é ,é
* . . . Based on what little feel we here have for s% 3
subject however appears he is hopeless as intell " : %% %
performer and 1s best approached as a chief con- o
¢ spirator allqwed to recruit his ouq cohorts among E £
whom we may then find persons susceatible to long ~; _é
distance and covert disciplines . . . * 5§ ?
The cable then went on to spell oufilong-range requirements prior to
any action based on such internal organization as AMLASH/1 may put
- together.
Clearly, at that point, while AMLASH/ wﬁ; viewed as potentially
important, he also was viewed as.a person of uncertain capabilities,
requiring careful but Tong-range development for whatever course ﬁf ,
. ::) action that might ]atér ensue. . - . i %ﬂ,
[y e
; . .
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Page 14 of the SSC Final Report cites the 7 September 1963

cable reporting the first 1963 meeting with AMLASH/1 as follows:
"AMLASH was interested primarily in getting the
United States to invade Cuba, or in attempting an .

'inside job' against Castro, and that he was awaiting

a U.S. plan of action.® (Empahsis added).
This suggests a plan of action targetted specifically against Castro
himself. That may have seemed implicit to*the authors of the SSC
Report, but the actual language of the cable states it somewhat differently:
"AMLASH still feels there only two ways accomplish

L RORLeT )

1
’

change either inside job or invasion he realistic
enough realize latter out of queQZion. According
AMWHIP, AMLASH still awaiting for US reveal plan of é
action.”

COMMENT:

At this point, after a year out of touch with a

man with whom there had been no working understanding,

AMLASH/1's views were of interest, but were very general,

“. ib. . e
¢ . Rttt
i e e o . e

as might be expected after such a long time. The actual

" reference to an "inside job" did not specify Castro,

as suggested in the SSC Report, but was directed towards

W
~ v-qv-'-o'"mi::u. .=

the more general question of how to bring about change.

- o — e e
AN

1t was offered alternatively, in the context of con-

@ -
sfdering both external and internal action, and not with ;j%\“iq,

the specific connoctation provided by the SSC presentaéion,
M
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The point is, as stated in the SSC Report, that it left

AMLASH/1 “awaiting a U.S. plan of action.“ There vas

nothing substantive or conclusive. To the contrary, things

o ———

were left very much up in the air.
Footnote 17 on page 14 of the SSC Report states that

ncharacterization of this phase of the AMLASH operation

e o o——

§s disputed.” (Emphasis added). The footnote observes : o
that the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots
concluded that the AMLASH operation was an assassination

operation, which begs the question of what it was for "this

TR

phase" of the matter. In fact, the SSC Interim Report on é
Alleged Assassination Pfsts notes specifically that "From i
: i ' the first contact with AMLASH until the latter part of 1963,

jt was uncertain whether he would defect or remain in Cuba."

* mecyppegpTIAGar o o
4 K
A ot er—— —a

.(Page 86). The point is that the sSC Final Report, Book V, i
_ §tself describes the very general nature of the aporoach

by AMLASH/1, and the absence of a U.S. response (supra).

oo e———

Any dispute over how to characterize the operation at that

e by e o

—ve . —A—————— =

time arises from the presentation of it in Book V of the
SSC Report. Reference to the dispute may reflect views

expressed by CIA representatives on reviewing the draft of e

SSC Final Report. !
The next paragraph in the SSC Report, Book V, presents

s D
o

.

.

. LS e

in inferential sequence, an interview Castro held

with an AP reporter, Daniel Harker, in which Castro 1nve1ghed
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against anti-Cuban terrorist plans of U.5. leaders.
The intended inference, as is known from discussions with
SSC staff members, was that AMLASH/1 may have reported (or
leaked) to Castro what the authors of the report elected
to see then as assassination plotting. This characteri-
zation is even more explicit at pageé 3-4 of the Summary
and Findings of the SSC Report, presenting the inter-
pretation as categorical1y as *though it were fact.
The fact remains that whatever views AMLASH/1 may have
expressed, he had no response from his CIA contacts of
any support for his.proposals at that time. Whatever
may have been the cause for Castro's remarks at that time
they could not have stemmed from anything said to
AMLASH/1 by CIA officers as they proposed nothing and
undertook nothing. e
AMLASH/I flew to Paris on 14 September, ostens1bly to attend a

eting of the Alliance Francaise. The trip actually was for an

‘extended vacation, which AMLASH/1 intended to report to Castro

after the fact. On 16 September he wrote AMWHIP/1 that he did not

“intend to see (be interviewed by) your friend again" referring to

the CIA case officer. On 3 October 1963 the case officer nevertheiess

arrived in Paris to meet with AMLASH/1. Station officers were already

in contact with him, two of whom participated in meetings that followed.

On 11 October the case officer cabled Headquarters reporting that
AMLASH/1 claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside
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[Cuba] to accomplish overthrow without [U.S.] assistance.” AMLASH/] ) '
was reported as wishing a meeting with a senior U.S. official,
preferably Robert F. Kennedy, for assurance of "moral support® for
; any action AMLASH/1 undertook in Cuba. The cable recommended that
. the request for.a meeting:
"be given highest and profound consideration as
feeling dréwn by all who in contact AMLASH is that
he determined attempt op against®[Castro] with or
without [U.S.] support.®
A 21 October cable to Hashington reported a 17 October meeting with

s b

AMLASH/1--"Basically he wants assurance that [U.S.] will support him
if his enterprise is successful." (Emphasis added).

e
s«

Desmond Fitzgerald, then Chief of the Special Affairs Staff,
was going to Paris on other business and undertook to meet with AMLASH/1.

anurandiri,
e—

The plan for the meeting, written in advance, was outlined as follows:

“Fitzgerald will reoresent selans personal

by st

representative of Robert F. Kennedy who traveled

to Paris for specific purpose of meeting [AMLASH/1]

SNV TP
‘
- - *_,W;n.-‘“

and giving him assurances of full U.S. support ir
there is change of the présent government in Cuba."”

(Emphasis added).

On 29 October Fitzgerald met with AMLASH/1 in Paris, representing

L
e A wb\&v«" £
Bt -1l L

himself as a spokesman of Attorney General Kennedy. The third person

at the meeting was the case officer, who served as an interpreter.v
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On 13 November the case officer wrote a memorandum summarizing high- - ;
' 1ights of the meeting. It reads in part as follows:
"Fitzgerald informed [AMLASH/1] that the United

States is prepared to render all necessary

assistance to any anti-communist Cuban group which
? . succeeds in neutralizing the present Cuban leader-
ship and assumes sufficient control to invite the
United States to render the assistance it is »

prepared to give. It was emphasized that the

above support will be forthcomina only after a

real coup has been effected and the group involved !

§s in a position to request U.S. {probably under

0AS auspices) recoqnition and support. (Emphasis

-3

added). It was made clear that the U.S. was not

0ot b
r——

prepafed to cormit {tself to supporting an isolated
uprising, as such an uprising can be extinguished

in a ﬁatter of hours if the present government is ; 3

o e
¥

still in control in Havana. As for the post-coup
period, the U.S. does not desire that the political
clock be turned back but will support the necessary

™

economfc and political reforms which will benefit

3

the mass of the Cuban people.”

.
e st e

At the time of the CIA Inspector General's report on the subject
§n 1967, additional details were elicited from Fitzgerald, who re-
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called that AMLASH/1 spoke repeatedly of the need for an assassination
weapon. He wanted a high-power rifle with telescopic sights, or some
other weapon that could be used to kill Castro from a distance. Fitzgerald
stated that he rejected this request. Fitzgerald's Executive Officer,
although not present at the meeting, was kept posted by Fitzgerald and i
had a recollection the same as the one noted above. The case officer
{s reported as not recalling the exchange on the weapon. His memorandum i : {
stated that: ‘ .

“Nothing of an operational nature was discussed at

the Fitzgerald meeting. After the meeting [AMLASH/1] stated

that he was satisfied with the policy discussion but now

desired fo know what technical support we could provide him.®

On 14 November 1963 AMWHIP/1 was met in New York City. He reported
on AHLASH/l's:reaction to the 29 October meeting in Paris. The contact
. _ report on what AMLASH/1 understood, as relayed by AMWHIP/1, {s as
follows:
| - *The visit with Fitzgerald, who acted in the
capacity of a representative of high levels of
. the Government concerned with the Cuban problem

satisfied [AMLASH/1] as far as policy was con-

cerned, but he was not at all happy with the fact

that he still was not given the technical assistance

for the operational plan as he saw it. [AMWHIP/1]
safd that [AMLASH/1] dwelt constantly on this point.

Q " o
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He could not understand why he was denied certain
small pieces of equipment which promised a final
solution to the problem, while, on the other hand,
the U.S. Government gave much equipment and money
to exile groups for their ineffective excursions
against Cuban coastal targets. According to
[AMWHIP/1], [AMLASH/1] feels strongly on this point,
and if he does not get advice Pnd materials from a
U.S. Government technician, he will probably become
fed up again, and we will lose whatever progress we
have made to date.*
COMMENT:

At this point it is important to note that Agency
documents summarize what AMLASH/1 was to be told,
and what hé was told, which matches a later report
of what he understood. In essence he was told there
would be no U.S. support until after the fact, and then
only if he was successful. While that may not Seem a
very realistic way in which to bring about the overthrow
of a government, it is directly relevant to the question

of what AMLASH/1 was told and what he understood. It is

contrary to the statement in the SSC Final Report (page 18)

to the effect that it was not clear how AHLASH/l.inter-
preted the put-off by Fitzgerald. h
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Interesting confirmation of AMLASH/1's understanding
is provided by a July 1964 FBI report (mentioned variously
at pages 35, 72 and 74 of Book V of the SSC Report). This
report was from an FBI informant who stated that AMLASH/1
was unhappy with the CIA response and that Attorney General
Kennedy had refused to support the plan. Given the substance
of this aspect of the report it is apparent that although the
date of the report is June 1964, this particular information
dates back to 29 October 1963 when AMLASH/1 was told by
Fitzgerald representlng himself as speaking for Robert F.

Tty

Kennedy. that he would not be given support in this opera-

Wi

tion._ Nhile this is not the reason the FBI report was cited

poet Lo LnS Cror

_in Book v of the SSC Final Report, it provides additional

. clear confirmati?n that AMLASH/1 understood that he had
< cutothan o
‘been turned down at the 29 October meeting.
cor the o,

Fol1ow1ng the 14.November meeting with AMWHIP/1 CIA reviewed what

PE LBEn

‘ could be done to maintain the contact with AMLASH/1. On 19 November 1963

I -.A»}"

o Fitzgerald approved telling AMLASH/1 he would be given a cache inside
. Cuba. The cache could, if he requested it, include ...high-power

-astro ¢

SLats owith o

On 19 November AHLASH/I told a CIA officer that he planned to

_ return to Cuba. On 20 vagmber Headquarters cabled Paris requesting

P

_that AMLASH/1 "delay deparip;e...(to) permit one more meeting which
:,AMLASHII requested.” Qb;tp; same day (20 November) in response to

2L wants
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a telephonic request, AMLASH/1 agreed to delay his departure “if it

o

is something interesting.” The case officer told him that “he could not
assure it interesting but that it was to be a meeting which AMLASH
had requested.” The cable reporting this exchange roted that it was
a "rapid conversation® inhibited by the presence of a second person
in the ?qun.

Tgé SSC Final Report (page 19) attempts to expand this brief
and cryptic telephone conversation into the *first indication that he
might receive the specific support he requested.” More factually, and“
quite significantly,. the Report acknowledges that no specific support
had been offered up to then. Beyond that it is at best a piece of
highly speculative analysis, not supported by thé'evidence.

The case officer from Washington arrived in Paris the morning of
22 November and met wiih AMLASH/1 late that afternoon. As they left
the meéting they learned of President Kennedy's assassination. They
probably wefe meeting wheh President Kennedy was shot. -

')
Whatever the relationship with AMLASH/1 following the death of

" President Kehnedy, there is every indication that during President

Kenoedy's 1ife AMLASH/1 had no basis for believiﬁg that he had CIA
support for much of anything. Were he a provocateur reporting to Castro,
or {f he wdﬁ merely careless and leaked what he knew, he had no

factual basis for leaking or reporting any actual CIA plot directed

against Castro.
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I1. SPECIFIC SECTIONS OF THE SSC REPORT

Section 1, B

This section of the SSC Final Report, the Summary, states that "it
places particular emphasis on the effect their (the intelligence agencies)
Cuban operations seemed to have on their investigation.” [t states
that the report "details these operations to illustrate why they were
relevant to the investigation.” It states that presentation of the
@MLASH operation is to illustrate why that operation should have been
examined by the Warren Commission.

The view of the Subcommittee, as to why the AMLASH operation
warranted such review, is summarized at page 5 of the Report as
follows: ' '

“The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the Harren
Commissfon's work than the early CIA assassination
ploté with the underworld. Unlike those earlier
~ plots the AMLASH operation was in progress at the
time of the assassination; unlike the earlier plots,
the AMLASH operation could clearly be traced to CIA;
and unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had endorsed
AMLASH's proposal for a coup, the first step to him
being Castro's assassination, despite Castro's threat
"of retaliation for such plotting.”
As stated in the preceeding discussion the AMLASH operation was
without substance prior to President Kennedy's death; it is particularly

L m——
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unsuited to make the Subcommittee's intznded point. It is literally ;
accurate to note a coincidence in time, of the contacts with AMLASH/1
prior to the death of President Kenncd;, but that {s all. It is incorrect :
to say that "CIA had endorsed AMLASH's ;voposal.” There was no agree-
ment with AMLASH/1, or commitment to hin, and even had Castro learned i
of the contacts with him there was notiiing to learn beyond the fact %
_ of the contact. The relationship was most tenuous and without any
support promised to him for whatever Ii. .lanned. Castro's “"threat”
--as noted above--must be considered irrclevant to the substantive
nature of the AMLASH relationship at il t time. !

This viewpoint was conveyed to ti.c Subcormittee prior to publica-

™

: tion of the report. At the same time 3% was observed that theoretically

; there was greater possibility of leaks irom the earlier operations
{nvolving the criminal underworld, although there was no known evidence

. of such leaks. While general rather than specific, this could have ;

provided more reasonable support for the Subcommittee's view that there

were CIA operations that should have becan reported to the Warren Commission.

. —_—

The SSC°Subcommittee saw otherwise, outlining its position at paée 68
as follows:

*...1t is unlikely that Casiro could hayg
§ - distinguished the CIA plots with the underworld
. ' from ‘those plots not backed by CIA. In fact, :
% . the methods the CIA used in these attempts were :
' designed to prevent the Cuban government from

attributing them to the CIA."

‘ : 18
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- . The result this has on the present comment on the SSC Final
Report may seem anomalous. It places CIA in the position of con- :
testing the interpretation given the AMLASH operation in the SSC {
Final Report, and to that extent the thesis that the presentation
was supposed to support. At the same time, however, we are
inclined to acknowledge in principle the possibility--not seriously
considered as a likelihood during the Warren Commission inquiry--
that other operations could have suffered the defects attributed
to the AMLASH operation by the SSC Report. In protesting the

: presentation in one instance, and the specific conclusions it seeks

T " to support, the effect is to disagree with a substantial portion
of the report as written. On the other hand we tend to not contest

a general thesis that more specific attention could have been given

Oy

by the Warren Commission to the-anti-Castro programs of the U.S. ! % -
i
\

Government, including CIA activities. : é‘

'R X E I NN R B B

. "-At page 4 of the SSC Final Report Desmond Fitzgerald, in a
! - meeting with AMLASH/1, is quoted as having:
" . wgtated the United States would support a coup.”

v—— o ————ns Bion e s e
I

Again, at page 19, the report states that Fitzgerald:

"also gave general assurances that the United

States would help in bringing about the coup.® o

an e e - i

' " The last versfon is attributed to the case officer who was present at
" the meeting in 1963, in his testimony before the SSC fn 1975. This

presentation of the case officer's statements in 1975 does not match
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the report of the meeting in 1963, which was written by him at the time.
In considering the processes by which this version came into being, it
s noted that the following statement appears at page 37 of the SSC
Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots:

"Fitzgerald met AMLASH/1 in late fall 1963 and

promised him that the United States would support

a coup against Castro,* ’ Af
citing testimony by the case officer who yas present at the meeting.

An interesting footnote (#3) on that page reads as follows:

®3. The contact plan for the proposed meeting
stated: 'Fitzgerald will represent self as personal ' i
-representative of Robert F. Kennedy who travelled to
(foreign city) for specific purpose meeting AMLASH/1

and giving him assurances of full support with

[

a change of the present government fn Cuba.'®
. (Emphasis added). ;

The underscored portion--the word "with®--in fact read in the actual
document “"if there 1s." This substitution of language in a purported

quotation may seem only a matter of nuance, but it treats with what

Fitzgerald planned to say, which takes on special significance when

"

matched with the expressly limited statements that he actually made :

W
e A
o

o iy g

(as discussed at pages 11 and 12 of this annex) and what AMLASH/1 -

understood (as discussed at pages 13-15).

LER 2R 2 3 BR BE BRI

B ',At page 5 the SSC Final Report quotes officers in CIA responsible
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™ for the investigation at the time of the Warren Commissfon as stating

to the SSC that had they known about the AMLASH operation in 1963 it ’ .

would have affected the investigation. It is only noted that it is

likely that views elicited from CIA employees in 1975 probably were

vesponsive to representations by SSC staff members as to what the

operation involved, as distinguished from what it actually was. i

***t*********

At page 24 the SSC Final Report contains the following l

statement:
saccording to the 1967 Inspector General Report, i

CIA Headgquarters cabled the AMLASH case officer on
the morning of November 23, and ordered him to break
contact with AMLASH due to the President's assassi-
nation and to return to Headquarters.”
" This statement is at least a literary extension of the statement of : E
. ““the 1G report, which was in its entirety as follows:
- “[The case officer] states that he received an
OPIM cable from Fitzgerald that night or early

the next morning telling him that everything was

b : " off."

The SSC was unable to get the case officer to support its expansion on

the reference in the 1967 IG report. His testimony is cited,

. e

apparently despite suggestive prompting, that: R
he recalled receiving such a cable, but ! :

R
BRRVYY 27 AU

could not recall whether it made specific menfion
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of the President's assassination as the reason for

breaking contact . . ."

It is noted that the cable was never found; it may never have been
sent, being a misrecollection of the case officer. In any event,
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version.
i T R R R E R R
Footnote 30 on page 17 treats the question of tne security of the X
AMLASH operation. As noted in the above Yeview of the AMLASH operation, l
AMLASH/1 was on the record as expressing his disenchantment with the i
; Castro regime. He had told colleagues of his meetings with AMWHIP/1.
Through sensitive sources we know that other Cubans were aware of his

fulminations against the Castro regime. We do not know, beyond these

] =
general{zed statements, what he actually conveyed at that time to what A §‘“*~'

persons. We do know how 1ittle substance there was to his relationships

with CIA during this period, and how little he had to tell others were
he inclined to do so. ° Coe
Assuming that AMLASH/! was to attempt to organize a coup, he

‘obviously had to try and associate himself with people of a 1ike mind.
"To crystallize their support he might have felt constrained to convey

; : assurances of external support. To the extent that he may have, we

.
——— e
e

! do not know whether he would have claimed to have been promised things Lo
i that in fact had been denied him. It was not until much later that the
question of security--always a consideration, especially when more than

one person is involved--became a point of sufficient concern for CIA

PR ey
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\:) to break relations with him.
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TN Some have speculated that AMLASH/1 was, in some way, Castro's
provocateur. Such a possibility is always a proper subject for
consideration. There are questions that feed the theory, but the

issue remains debatable. We do not offer an opinion here, although

we do note that he was rewarded strangely if he was. When finally
arrested he served ten years of a thirty-year term. His public trial t
did not mention his Agency associations for the period March 1961 to ;

November 1964.- An interesting consideration is that when Castro pro-
vided Senator McGovern with a list of persdns the Cubans claimed had the
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1 was among those

included, the reported period for his activity also omitted this

earlier period. ) ‘ ) I °

% &k & k& * k k * k k k¥ &

o

. At page 26 of the SSC Final Report it is stated that on 24 November o Aj
, . the Mexico Station responded to a Headquarters request for the names : f % 15%§?
’ - -of known contacts of certain Soviet personnel in Mexico City. The SSC v : Q
Report acknowledges that the purpose of obtaining these names was to , :
. .determine the significance of Oswald's contact with Soviets and to { ;
assess their activities. The SSC Report states that: : ? ;
“AMLASH's real name was included in the list i
of names on the Mexice Station cable.”
- . This s used as a basis for a discussion in the SSC Final Report of why : %
: the inclusion of that name in the cable did not lead to the identification L %1
é ~ of the AMLASH operation. S f
| The treatment of this point in the SSC Final Report seems to rest x
% ;:D on a misconception of the context in which the name of AMLASH/1 was % §~§-f
i mentioned. The reference had to do with a contact between a member of 3 g if
R ]
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4 ce(ﬁjng a cfA meeting with AMLASH. The SSC Report states "that the
:-_qupo§é of those meetings had been to plan the assassination of
. Cis;ro.‘ Tﬁfs {s the same FBI report that helped confirm the
_ . .earlieritufn-down of AMLASH/1 at the 29 October 1963 meeting (pages
; 14 and 15, this paper). While it stated that "there is now under

-not difectly relevant to the Warren Commission inquiry. =

e -

SECRET

the Soviet embassy and a Cuban cultural attache -- in December 1960 -~ -
about a press conference planned for AMLASH/1 in Mexico City in . - i
February and March 1961. It was not a report of a contact between
AMLASH/1 and the Soviet, which was the subject of the inquiry; the
name of AMLASH/1 could well have been omitted from the cable. In
any event, the Cecember 1960 date preceded the {nauguration of

i

President Kennedy, which further removes the question from any
relevance to the subject. There was no.reason to check the name.

The presentation in the SSC Final Report is confusing and mislead-

ing on this point.

PRI EE R I I

'> Page 72 of the SSC Report refers to a July 1964 FBI report con-

1

discussion some plén to ki1l Fidel Castro® (July 1964) it badly
.ﬁixes times.and events. In any event, this aspect of the report

substantially post-dates the death of President Kennedy, and s

24
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At page 75, the SSC Final Report quotes the testimony of the Chief,

SAS Counterintelligence. His recollections are ver uncertain. He
Y

i is quoted specifically as saying that he could not recall the exact
! tine fraze, which is central to analysis of the operation, and speaks !
of his “vague recollections" that the Fitzgerald weeting was related ?
to an assassination plot against Castro. The SSC Report nevertheless

gives this opinior full play despite the extensiva qualification as to
its reliability. . ‘ i
* k Kk k kK k k k % kK & &k &
At pages 68-75 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, consideration {
is given to what was known of the AMLASH operation by certain CIA 4
( — employees, how they understood it, and what conclusions they could or
should have drawn from what they knew. The treatment seéms to accept %
as a preaise that the relationship was an assassination p]ét.throughout.
and overlooks the basically inchoate quality of the relationship with
AMLASH/T during the period in question. .

There will always be uncertainties in the developing relationship

with political action assets; that such was the case with AMLASH/T s

noted in the discussion above. In the present instance the uncertainties

were recognized and clearly recorded, as well as the limitg placed on

Wt ——
o

positions that would be and were taken yith AMLASH/1. It is important

e s 2ad \'hf- {odmg . .

to keep this in mind in considering the testimony of witnesses, as

presented in the SSC Final Report.

25
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Different witnesses before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH
affair in different lights, the basis for their understanding relating
to different levels of knowledge at different periods in time. What
did they know in 1963, and what more did they learn under what circum-
stances at a later date? What they testified to in 1975--perhaps
on the basis of representations by SSC staff members as to what it
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The $SC Final
Report did not accord the subject that treatment.

***t****.**

At pages 78, 79 and 105 of the SSC Final Report reference is made
to a Cuban exile designated as “A," who informed the FBI and CIA in
mid-1965 of activities of AMLASH/1 in Cuba to eliminate Castro, and
of his involvement with CIA. A careful reading of the SSC Report made
it clear that “A" was unaware of AMLASH/1's 1963 associations with CIA.

This information, reported in the context of the badly blurred
time frame of the SSC Final Report, was given a significance that it
did not otherwise have. First, the information was a year and a half
after the death of President Kennedy. Further, the informant had no
knowledge of the earlier period of CIA-AMLASH/1 relationships. When
this is placed alongside the clear record of the inconclusive nature
of the relationships in the 1963 period, it becomes something of an
irrelevancy. It is noted that a footnote in the SSC Report, at this
point, records the fact that the book of material given to Senator
McGovern by Castro on persons who allegedly had plotted his

26
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assassination also conta‘ned no reference to that period, although
AMLASH/1's later activities were cited.
* % % &k k k k * k¥ k & * * &

It is useful to recap the sequence of events. The record shows
that initially there was uncertainty as to what AMLASH/1 represented
as a potential asset. There was early consideration of his defection,
which changed to his possible use for intelligence purposes. As his

self-discipline was assessed as being inadequate for this task it was

- determined that it was best for him to go 1t'alone, developing his

own organization for whatever followed. The reservations that were
held concerning his qualities were reflected in the specifically
conditional arms-length position taken with him during the period
preceding President Kennedy's death. He had to succeed with his
own program before he could expect support from the U.S.

Eventually -- but not until after the death of President

Kennedy -- firmer indications of support were offered. Even then

" the volume of equipment promised was not large, especially to a
“man who claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside
. [Cuba] to accomplish (the) overthrow . . .” The nature of the

" relationship never did firm up. As late as the fall of 1964

(page 77, Book V of the SSC Final Report) CIA was telling AMLASH/1

that it could not be associated with his concept of the first step

of a coup, which he viewed as requiring the death of Castro. While
one can reason that any association with AMLASH/1 included

association with all his plans, it nevertheless appears that those

directly involved structured their thinking differently.
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The Inspector General's report in 1967 treated the AMLASH

operation in its study of assassination, as did the SSC Interinm

Report on Alleged Assassination Plots. At the time of the 1967 IG
report there was no issue of how to characterize the operation at
different times, and the question was not addressed. Facing that
question now, it is clear that however the operational relaticaship
developed after the dea;hhof President Kennedy, it was unformed and
without substance duriné his 1ife. During that time it was not an
assassinatibn plot. The tréatment of this qﬁestion in the SSC

Report is both imprecise and misleading,
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VYolume V of the SSC Final Report conveys an impression of
1imited effort by CIA in the course of the Harren Commission
ifnquiry. As is noted in other annexes to the present report,

CIA did seek and collect information in support of the efforts
of the Warren Commiss1on Additionally, it conducted stud1es and
submitted special analyses and reports.

The following pages 1°st reports and ;ther papers sutmitted
to the FB1 (which had primary responsibility for the investigation)
and to the Warren Commission. It is felt that this compilation
is appropriate to consideration of the extent of the CIA effort,
fo the extent that it reveals something of the results of that
effort. - C - %

The 1ists fall into the following sections:

f.l bisseminatibn to the Intelligence Community
. E.Z. Disseminaticn of Information to the Warren Commission
E£.3 Disseminations to the FBI on Rumors and Allegations

E.4 Memoranda to Warren Commission
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AGENCY SUPPORT TO THE FHT AND THE WARREN COMMISSION

l "3

5.

Information received from the Agency's field stations was dis-
seminated to appropriate agencies and departments as soon as i
possible after receipt. The following list of some 100 cabled o '
disseminations, CSCI's, and memoranda were forwarded to the Federal “4é ™ L
Bureau of Investigation, et al., The listing covers the period from ’
10 October 1663 through September 1964.

~ e ey

AGENCY DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION TO THE INTELLIGENCE

COMMUNTTY (FORMAL AND [NFOR:AL DISSEMINATIONS)

' I . I1 194

H L] - ’

; *10 October 1963 DIR 74673 (WH/3/Mexico)

: S . ®0n 1 October 1963, a relfable and sensitive source

' ’ in Mexico City reported that an American male, who .

i ) fdentified himself as Lee OSWALD, contacted the i

' Soviet Embassy in Mexico City ...” o &

! s.+e--i.~ + - Recipients:- F8I, I&NS, Navy, State. [Warren Com- il

| S mission] il
* %24 October 1963 DIR 77978 (W4/3/Mexico)

Request for two copies of most recent photograph of

Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipients: Navy. [Warrea Commission]

23 November 1963 DIR 34915 (wn/3) : :

Informatibn relating to telephone call on 28 Sep-
tember 1963 to Soviet Embassy in Mexico City.
Recipient: FBI

PR

1 - Document Date
11 - Document Number
II1 - Originating Office

R L TN

* . An asterisk indicates that the document was also made available
' ) to the Warren Commission. . .
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P N R S S TR S BREE
M&m:‘-—' c‘-s*:'-.;.{-,._h-__"_;._;_ L L n et ceduised

. 26 November 1963

26 November 1963

SECRET

24 November 1963 TDCS-3/565,829
Subject: Cuban Precautions following Assassination of
President Kennedy.
Recipients: State/INR, State/DIR, DIA, Army/ACSI, Navy,
Air, JCS, SECDEF, NSA, NIC, AID, USIA, OCI, ONE, OCR,
ORR, 00, EXO.
25 November 1963 . DIR 84950 (WH/3/Mexico)
Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City;
Contact with Lee Harvey OSWALD. °*
Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84951 (C1/s16)
Agency requests information relating to OSWALD's

Activities in Mexico City.
Recipient: FBI

© 26 November 1963 cscl- (WE/BC)

Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.:

7 €s€1-3/778,826 (WH/3)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
"~ President Kennedy. Encloses transcripts of tele-

phone calls made on 27 and 28 September and 1 and

3 October 1963.

Recipient: FBI.

CsC1-3/778,829 (wH/3)

Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
President Kennedy. (Encloses transcripts of tele-
phone calls made by OSWALD or concerning OSWALD
between 27 September and 3 Qctober 1963).
NB: This dissemination may be identical with
CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to
be the correct one, according to a copy gpithe

- document in CI/SIG file No. 568. ’

" Recipient: FBI. L
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SECRET |

26 November 1963 DIR 85069 (WH/3)

Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-
man to Texas on 26 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI

*26 November 1963 DIR 85089 (C/wH/3) i

stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November

1963 that “on 18 September 1963 he saw Lee Harvey

OSWALD receive six thousand five hundred dollars in

a meeting inside the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City". ]
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service :
received copy. [Warren Commission]

Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan, i

26 November 1963 DIR 85176 (WH/3) _ E

Subject: Marina Nikolaeva OSWALD (information volun-
teered on Marina OSWALD by Moroccan student Mohamed
, REGGAB studying in West Germany).
; Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
. received copy.

'26 November 1963 ~ ~ - DIR 85177 (WH/3/Mexico) s :

! ) Subject: Telephone communication between Cuban President

: C DORTICOS and Joaquin HERNANDEZ Armas, Cuban Ambassadro to
; B Mexico. o
. .. Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
; ' c ceived copy.

din

* 26 November 1963 ° Unnumbered (c1/s16) L

- Subject: HUNTER Report Ho. 10815.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 Unnunbered (c1/s16)

" Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816. -
Recipient: FBI. H
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SECRET

27 November 1963 €sc1-3/778,881 (WH/3/Mexico) i

) Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in
! Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85182 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard

. Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who - ©d
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding ’
latter to a close friend in Bern. |
Recipiants: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission] . i

27 November 1963 DIR 85195 (C/wH/3)

United States Ambassador to Mexico requests passage : :

of message to Secretary of State RUSK, Mr. McCONE, : ! ;
and Mr. HOOVER.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. -

27 November 1963 DIR 85196 (c/wi/3)

- .According to information from Nicaraguan Security
_ Service, Gilberto ALVARADD Ugarte was a Nicaraguan
intelligence source from 1962 to August 1963.
R . Recipients: F8I, State, White House; Secret Service
! received copy.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85199 (HH/3/Mexico)

) RS " Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. .
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85222 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City,
contact of Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipient: FBI.
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27 November 1963 CsCI-3/778,881 (WH/3/Mexico)

: Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in ;
¢ Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963. X
Recipient: FBI.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85182 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard
Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding
latter to a close friend in Bern.

Recipiants: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Harren Commission]

27 Nov :nber 1963 DIR 85195 (C/WH/3) i

United States Ambassador to Mexico requests passage §
- . of message to Secretary of State RUSK, Mr. McCONE, T
. and Mr. HOOVER.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House, Secret Service
I . received copy.

27 Novenber 1963 . . DIR 85196 (C/wH/3)

valadile
i1

{

i

i . According to information from Nicaraguan Security .
, "Service, Gilberto ALVARADD Ugarte was a Nicaraguan

| " intelligence source from 1962 to August 1963.

P et Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service

g recelved copy.
|

i

!

R S

' *27 November 1963~ DIR 85199 (HWH/3/Mexico)
Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. .
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Harren Commission]

© " 27 November 1963 DIR 85222 : (WH/3/Mexico)

« . . __ Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the :
" Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City, ;
contact of Lee Harvey OSWALD. '

’ Recipient: FBI.
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27 November 1963 DIR 35246 (WH/3)

Dr. Jose GUILLERMO Aguirre of Mexico reports information

regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
_received copy. (Also relayed to S. PAPICH of the FBI

by CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 . DIR 85471 (C/wH/3)

Subject: Rearrest of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

" 27 November 1963 DIR 85573 * (WH/3/Mexico)

information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary

of State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban

Ambassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO.
 Recipients: FBl, State, White House.

"' - 27 November 1963 .- ° .. Unnumbered (c1/s16)

Infdrmation on grnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele-
phone to -S..PAPICH. :
Recipient: FBI. :

*.:'27.November 1963 - - Unnumbered”. - . . (CI/SIG)

lnfdrmation regarding photographic coverage of
Cuban and Soviet Embassies in Mexico City passed

"7 "7 . to'S. PAPICH of the FBI.

Recipient: FBI.

. 27 ‘November 1963 - .° . Unnumbered .= (C1/S1G)

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH with regard to
OSWALD's presenc2 in New Orleans in September 1963.
Recipient: FBI. - .

" 28 November 1963  DIR 35657 (C/wH/3)

On 26 November 1963 a British journalist named John
WILSON-HUDSON gave information to the American Em- .
bassy in London indicating that an "American gargster-
type named RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959. ’
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

-SECRET
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*28 November 1963 DIR 85662 (C/wH/3)
Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte, |
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren P
Commission] ‘
N . |
; *28 November 1963 DIR 85665 (C/wH/3) i
The Hague Station reports that on 23 November 1963, !
a local Castroite named Maria SNETHLAGE talked tg %
i

Third Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Embassy,
SNETHLAGE claimed she knew the Mr. LEE [sic] who
murdered President Kennedy. ¢

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 CsCI1-3/778,893 (WH/3/Mex ico)

Subject: Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de DURAN
‘ . and Horacio DURAN Navarro.
: _ Recipient: FBI.

*29 November 1963 ~ DIR 85666

- ---- _ Acting upon FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADG
2" -- _: be turned over to Mexican authorities for additional

: interrogation and investigation.

aa-:. - --. Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com.
oo+ mission] [

. oAk e S

{r.... .29 November 1963 - - -~ DIR 85668 . : = (WH/3/Mexico)

. Highlights from interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro
A and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.
r..~ . Recipients: FBI, State, White House-

%29 November 1963 DIR 85670 (C/uH/3)

. "7+ Sensftive sources ... have reported that when the
-+, = - 23 November arrest of Silvia DURAN became known tg
’ the personnel of the Cuban Embassy there was a
. = "great deal of discussion.
is. 4~ -+ Recipients: .FBI, State, White House. [Warren
*+ Commission] .
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SECRET

~
}
29 November 1963 DIR 85676 (WH/3/Mexico) 1
Subject: Travel of Soviet diplomatic couriers. ',
Recipient: FBI.
*29 November 1963 DIR 85691 (C/WH/3) !
Series of anonymous telephone calls to the office of :
the Naval Attache in Canberra, Australia, by a man :
claiming to have knowledge about a Soviet plot to i
assassinate Kennedy. i
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. * i
29 November 1963 DIR 85714 (C/wH/3)
Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on
28 November.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. :
*29 November 1963 - DIR 85715 (WH/3/Mexico)
Subject: Travel of Lee Harvey OSWALD (October 1959 LR
, - to May 1962). Vo
: . Recipients: FBI, State, White Hcuse; Secret Service o
i - received copy. . '
29 November 1963 DIR 85744 = (C/WH/3)
f Interrogation of Gilbert ALVARADO Ugrate.
: Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
i received copy.
*29 November 1963 DIR 35758 (WH/3/Mexico)
Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and .
Horacio DURAN Navarro. '
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service }
received copy. [Warren Commission] ’
~ !
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SECRET

*29 November 1963 DIR 85770 (C/WH/3) ]

Series of incidents which have produced a report alleging {
advance information on assassination. . !
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG) f

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH concerning rumor that :
Oswald had made a bank deposit. Jis o

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)
Telephone contact with S. PAPICH relaying the Director's ' f
suggestion that FBI check all bank accounts and safe ;
deposit records in New Orleans, Fort Worth, and Dallas. ; |

30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778/89% ' : g
Subject: Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Washington '
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination.

) Recipient: FBI. '
. *30 November 1963 DIR 86063 (C/wH/3)

61lberto ALVARADO Ugarte admits his story a fabrfication. f
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

3 Decenber 1563 " DIR 86496 (C/wH/3)

r———— .

Information relating to OSHALD S presence in Mexico.
Recipient: FBI. .

*4 December 1963 DIR 86702 (C/WH/3) f

oy pem e

Travel information regarding OSWALD and his wife,
: June 1962.
i : Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
~ received copy. [Harren Commission]
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,SECRET

5 December 1963 DIR 87189 (C/vH/3)

Known Soviet intelligence officer in New Delhi
demanding full probe into assassination.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

*6 December 1963 DIR 87520 (C/WH/3)

Correction of DIR 87502.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service

received copy. [Warren Commis;ion]
*7 December 1963 DIR 37667 . (C/WH/3/)

Reinterrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded.
Recipient: FBI. ([Warren Commission)

9 December 1963 DIR 87731 (WH/3/Mexico)

Richard BEYMER, American movie actor, in touch with
Cuban Embassy, Mexico City.
Recipient: FBI.

*9 December 1963 DIR 87796 (wH/3)

Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963
alleging assassination arranged by Communist

_ Chinese. .
Recipients: FBl, State, White House; Secret Service

received copy. [Warren Commission]
9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH regarding identity
of a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy
prepared and executed jointly by the Communist
Chinese and Cubans through intermediaries. (See
JMHAVE 8658 IN 75902). )

Recipient: FBI.

11 December 1963 TDCSDB 3/658,408

Subject: Comments of Soviet official regarding
(a) Moscow views on international situation
following death of President Kennedy, and (b)
resumption of disarmament talks.
Recipients: General distribution.
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_SECRET

12 December 1963 €sC1-3/779,048 (C/WH/3)
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: HILSON-HUDSON,
John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.

*12 December 1963 DIR 88643

“ar of

‘ned-

Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of Presi-
dent Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa

Rica.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com-
mision]

12 December 1963 DIR 88682 (C/WH/3)

Cuban Ambassador to France received instructions not
to comment upon the assassination.
_ Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
12 December 1963 DIR 88747 (C/wWH/3)

Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

*13 December- 1963 - - CSCI-3/779,136 ' (C/wH/3)

. Subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO.

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Cummission]

16 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,135 (C/wH/3)
Subject: Peter DERYABIN's Comments on Kennedy
Assassination.

- Recipient: FBI.
*18 December 1963 . DIR 89970 : {C/wH/3)

Further information on Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]
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SECRET

*18 December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

Recipfents: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. ([Warren Commission]

19 December 1963 CsCI-3/779,225

Subject: Nomenclature of Weapon Possibly Owned by
Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

19 December 1963 CsDB8-3/658,870 (WH/Reports)

Subject: a. Disagreements between Fidel CASTRO and
- Rauo ROA y Garcia.

b. Probable Future Plan of ‘Action.for
Carlos RAFAEL Rodriguez.
Recipients: State (Miami) and others (not identified.

27 December 1963 CSCI1-3/779,297 "

Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese).
Recipient: FBI. ’

3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)
‘Telephone contact with S. PAPICH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in E1 Caribe
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with
ALVARADO's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 November.
Recipient: FBI. )

*10 January 1964 CsC1-3/779,482 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
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14 January 1964 CSC1-3/779,510 (C1/516) -

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. §
(Regarding liaison with FBI and latter's handling of v,

information from CIA.) ‘

Recipient: FBI. }

1

27 January 1964 €SC1-3/779,729 (C1/S16) . i

Subject: Possible Relatives of Marina Hikolayevna :

OSWALD. : - ) i

Recipient: FBI. !

30 January 1964 CsC1-3/779,814 (c1/516)

Subject: Jack L. RUBY, Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

4 February 1964 €sC1-3/779,817 (SR/CI/R)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information on names,
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the
Soviet Union.)

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 pOP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Subject: Assassination of John F.

T et

Kennedy. {
Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission] -
18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

j Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
: Investigation. Subject: Assassination of
President John F. Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret
Service. Subject: Assassination of President

e
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.\I .y
John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry in "Historic
Diary" relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide.)
Recipient: Secret Service. {Copy to Warren Commission]
18 February 1964 DDP 4-0864 DR
Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of
Intelligence and Research, Department of State.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy -
Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary".
Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission]
, 20 February 1964 €SCI-3/779,988 | (SR/CI/R)
; Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding
{ SETYAEVA and RAHM.) .
; Recipient: FBI. i
22 February 1964 DIR 03101 (C/WH/3)
i Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan
{ Student Mohamed REGGAB. ;o
{ Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service). g n
! - 3 o
g 11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344 .
I PR
i Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations 1 {
; by Mohamed REGGAB Relative to Marina DSWALD. !
g . Recipient: FBI. ;
1N 20 March 1964 CSC1-3/780,612 (SR/CI/R) | %
E Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. : .
s (Photograph of an individual closely resembling P
i OSWALD) . bk
: Recipient: FBI. '
i Y - -
i “T 16 April 1964 €SC1-3/780,996 (SR/CI/R) ;
4 R
i Subject: Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. ’ c b
% Recipient: FBI. . 7 - ?
, ‘
i 20 April 1964 €SDB-3/660,704 :
§
i Subject: Plans by British and French to Publish
| BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination. : -3l
i Recipient: FBI (?) S ;é‘
i 3
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® 15 May 1964

22 April 1964 Csc1-3/780,881 (SR/CI/R) B

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Information regarding Lydia DYMITRUK.)
Recipient: FBI.

30 April 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone Contact with S. PAPICH on 29 November
advising PAPICH to contact SOLIE of the Office
of Security for information.

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.
Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI.

11 May 1964 csc. CSCI-3/781,172

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Traces on Soviet names,
addresses, and telephone numbers from an address book

belonging to Marina OSWALD.) !
Recipient: FBI. ' S

1o

13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,282 (SR/CI/R) | § 1i§%;
3 " ; Lt —::\: o

- g |

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification , :
of photographs sent to CIA by FBI.) . , c

Recipient: FBI. :

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in -
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
.to the Assassination of President Kennedy.
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SECRET

\
13 May 1964 €sCI-3/781,351 !
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Access to Classified i
Information about the U-2. g
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission - DOP 4-2444]
19 May 1964 CsCI-3/781,386 | |
Subject: Paul DIMITRIK (aka Pavel DIMITRUK). §
Recipient: Navy. ) i
5 June 1964 €SCI-3/781,543 (CI/REA) :
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Use of Machine Colla- !
tion Program to Check Out Cubans Mentioned in Letter :
of 27 November 1963 from Mario del ROASRIA Milina. ,
10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841 (C1/R8A) :
- Subject: Informaticn Concerning Jack Ruby.
Recipient: FBI.
]
29 June 1964 €sC1-3/782,058 ;
" Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. g i
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was :
in Tangier, Morocco. :
Recipient: FBI. ([Warren Commission]
t
2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401 i
: Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. 5
: Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. '
, Recipient: Copy to FBI.
6 July 1964 DOP 4-3470
| , , .
i Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. b
Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and i ?
Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD 1
and the Assassination of John F. Kennedy. t
Recipient: Copy to FBI. )
o
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27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-6%

Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having
Been Used for Propaganda by the Soviet Union.
Recipient: FBI.

3 September 1964 DDOP 4-4600

§ Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
! Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban

Government.
Recipient: Copy to FBI. ;
1 October 1964 DDP 4-5110 v

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. ,
Subject: Joachim JOESTEN.
Recipient: Copy to FBI.

| 6 October 1964 €SCI-316/01446-64

Subject: VIADUCT Interview on 9 September 1964; His 1
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI. $
‘ Recipient: FBI. -

23 October 1964 €SC1-316/01709-64

Subject: Raymond F. FRIESECKE.
Recipient: FBI.

: ¢ 2.November 1964 €SCI-316/01779-64
% N " Subject: Testimony in the Warren Commission Report in
L the Assassination of President Kennedy.

Recipient: FB8I.
23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-6%

e
e o 1m vt ot e et &
L
e %1

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of : 3
Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.
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2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65
Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with Investi-
gation of Lee Harvy and Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI. ‘
8 April 1965 CSCI-316/01398-65 i
Subject: Correspondence to the Soviet Embassy in Mexico :
City. < f;g- 5 -
Recipfent: FBI. [Copy to Secret Service] T |
30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FRI.

2 September 1966 CsCI-316/04482-66

Subject: Rima 24I11R00K, Lee Harvey OSWALD's Intourist
Guide in Moscow.
Recipient: FBI.

! 9 May 1967 CSC1-316/02153-67

' : Subject: BEAUBOVEFF apparently to be used as a pawn by
i . ' Jim GARRISON to show that OSWALD was a CIA agent and

: was to be used to assassinate Fidel CASTRO. ~GARRISON
alleges he has letters signed by CIA representatives or
by Senator Robert KENNEDY authorizing certain Americans
to®work with Cubans for the assassination of CASTRO.
This memroandum is intended to record that such letters
never existed and therefore could not be in GARRISON's
possession.

Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI-316/02669-67

Subject: Allegations of Unidentified Woman Regarding
Mario GARCIAS et al. :
Recipient: FBI
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24 July 1967 €SCI1-316/03243-67

Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican newsman,
that OSWALD visited UNAM Campus shortly after the Cuban
Embassy refused him a visa to visit Cuba. CONTRERAS
statement of dubious credibflity; information passed to
Mexican authorities.

Recipient:, FBI.

7 May 1568 €SCI-316/01678-68

Subject: Promotional Literature Concerning the Alleged
Assassination Conspiracy of JFK Written and Mailed by
Joachim JOESTEN in Support of District Attorney Jim
GARRISCN's Allegations.

Recipient: FBI.

16 September 1969 €SC1-316/03323-69

Subject: Charles William THOMAS.
Recipient: FBI.

DISSEMINATION OF REPORTS TO C1 STAFF

Since CI Staff held the Agency's official file on QSWALD,
all cable traffic (theoretically) including disseminations by
cable was sent to the Staff for filing in the official file. Ad-
ditionally, cables disseminations were released by CI/Liaison.
Copfes were, therefore, available to the Staff.

Since CI Staff released 211 long-form CSCI's, coordinated
on short-form CSCI's, and maintained the CSCI log, the CI Staff
received copies of all CSCI's.

. DISSEMINATION OF MATERIAL TO THE WARREN COMMISSION

13 December 1953 [Comission Document No. 100]

Memorandum

Subject: Analysis of World Reaction to President
Kennedy's Assassination.

(Supplied by A. W. DULLES.)
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21 January 1964 {Commission Document No. 300]

Note from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Attachments: a. Recent Soviet Statements on
Lee Harvey OSWALD.
b. FBIS-28 on OSAALD case.

21 January 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Draft Questions for Submission to the
Government of the Soviet Union.

22 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 691]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Suggested Questions for Marina QSWALD.

25 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 321]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Chronology of Lee Harvey OSWALD's Stay in
the Soviet Union.
Alphabetical List of Persons in the Soviet
Union Who Were Known to or Mentioned by
Lee Harvey OSWALD or His Wife.

31 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 347]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the Activity
of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City, 28 September - 3
October 1963.

5 February 1964
Note from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES to J. Lee RANKIN.
Fourteen attachments including recent Soviet State-
ments on Lee Harvey OSWALD (as of 5 February 1964).

5 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 361]
Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to

J. Lee RANKIN forwarding three copies of Appendix B,
a summary biography of Mrs. OSWALD and her relatives.
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8 February 1964 [Cormission Docjment No. 1182]

Letter from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J. Lee -~
RANKIN regarding Soviet weapon mentioned in one of

Lee Harvey OSWALD's documents.

[Information passed to FBI.]

18 February 1964

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Mr. S. J. PAPICH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for
information which might be helpful in interpreting
available materials relating to OSWALD's activities
abroad.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 poP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Mr. S. J. PAPICH. Subject: Assassi-
natfon of John F. Kennedy. (Request for information
relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

{Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Mr. S. J. PAPICH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for copies
of 47 photographs found among the effects of Lee Harvey
OSWALD.) :

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service;
signed by Richard HELMS, DDP. Subject: Assassination
of President John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry
in “"Historic Diary" ralating to OSWALD's attempted
suicide.)

[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]
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18 February 1964 DOP 4-0864

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. HUGHES, The Director of
Intelligence and Research, Department of State.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary".)

[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]

19 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 384]

Mesorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RAHKIN.
(TS Mo. 187908.) Subject: Information Developed by
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963.

19 February 1964 DDP 4-4581

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City.

*21 February 1964 DDP 4-0940 [Commission Document No. 426]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Translations of Interrogations Reports of

Silvia DURAN.

Attachments: OUT Telegram No. 35758, 29 November 1963.
Translation of Interrogation of Silvia
DIRAN and Horacio DURAN Navarro.

CSCI-3/779,482 of 10 January 1564. Trans-

lation of Official Mexican Polic Report
on the Second Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN.

5 March 1964 pOP 4-117 [Commission Document No. 448]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mohammed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD.

*§ March 1964 poP 4-1224 [Commission Document No. 692]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Information in CIA's Possession Regarding
Lee Harvey OSWALD Prior to November 22, 1963.
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18 March 1964 DDP 4-1423 [Commission Document No. 528)

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was Interviewed
by CIA in Moscow.

24 March 1964 DDP 4-1555 [Comission Document No. 674]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Disseminated to the Secret
Service but not yet made available to the President's
Comission.

\:( 1

*24 March 1964 DDP 4-1554 [Comission Document No. 631)

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: CIA Cissemination of Information on Lee
Harvey OSWALD, Dated 10 October 1963.
Attachments: OUT Message No. 74673, dated 10 October
1963.
OUTlHessage No. 77978, dated 23 October
963. :

25 March 1964 ODP 4-1576

Note from Richard HELMS to J. Lee RANKIN.
Attachment: Five copies of "Rumors about Lee Harvey
OSWALD", dated 23 March 1964.

27 March 1964 DDP 4-1606

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to Thomas L. HUGHES,
Director of Intelligence and Research, Department of
State. Subject: Verification of Entry in "Historic
Diary".

[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]

#*3]1 March 1964 DDP 4-1655 [Commission Document No. 698]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee

Harvey OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna QSWALD.

Attachments: OUT Message No. 86702, 4 December 1963, ‘ .

22
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to the White House, the Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

QUT Message No. 97520, dated 6 December
1963, to the White House, the Department of State,
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to
the Secret Service. - -

OUT Message No. 85715, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

OUT Message No. 85182, dated 22 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

OUT Message No. 85665, dated 28 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federa] Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

*3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699 [Conmission'Document No. 710]

6 April

7 April

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON

Attachment: OUT Message No. 89970, dated 18 December

1963, to White House, Department of State, and the

Federal Bureau of Investigation, w1th a copy to the .
Secret Service. '

1964 DDP 4-1739  [Commission Document No. 708]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Reply to Questions Contained in Your Memo-
randum dated 12 March 1964. ("Certain Questions Posed
by the State Department Files")

1964 DDP 4-1787 [Commission Document No. 726]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN After Her First
Interrogation.
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7 April 1964 DDP 4-1786

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Mohammed REGGAB.

20 April 1964 DDP 4-1997 [Commission Document No. 817]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: .BND Report Pertaining to Allegations‘'Con-
cerning Anton ERDINGER.

21 April 1964
Letter from Raymond G. ROCCA to Mr. Samuel A. STERN.
Attachment: CSDB 3/660,704 (Plan: of British and
French Publishing Firms to Publish the Thomas
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination of President
Kennedy. )
24 April 1964 pDP 4-2099 [Commission Document No. 844]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lydia DIMYTRUK; Acquaintance of Marina OSWALD.

29 April 1964 DDP 4-2160 [Commission Doctment No. 871]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
SUBJECT: Photograph of Lee Harvey OSWALD.

4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256

Memorandum fvom Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
‘Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD.

6 May 1964 DDOP 4-2296 [Commission Document No. 902]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Criteria for Dissemination of Information to
the Secret Service; Recommendations of the Central
Intelligence Agency Relative to Presidential Protaction.

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351 [Commission Document No. 911]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.
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13 May 1964 DoP 4-2444 {Comission Document No. 931]

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Access to Classified Informa-
tion about the U-2.

[CsC1-3/781,351 - copy to Warren Commission]

15 May 1964 [Commission Document No. 935]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

[Copy to FBI]

19 May 1954 DDP 4-2533 [Commission Document No. 944]

Memcrandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates;
Procedures and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas;
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from
Cuba.

*19 May 1964 DDP 4-2534 [Commission Document No. 943]

Memorandum from Rixhard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations of Pfc. Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

Attachment: O0UT Message No. 85770, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, State Department, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the
Secret Service.

*22 May 1964 DDP 4-2624 [Commission Document No. 971]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
Embassy in Canberra, Australia, Relative to Planned
Assassination of President Kennedy.

Attachment: OUT Message No. 85691, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service.
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27 May 1564 DDP 4-2688 [Commission Document No. 985]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
Attachment: OUT Message No. 87796, dated 9 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service.

27 May 1964 DOP 4-2692 [Commission Document No. 990)

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Discussion between Chairman KHRUSHCHEV and
Mr. Drew PEARSON Regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD,

1 June 1964 poP 4-2741 [Commission Document No. 1000]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Attachments: OUT Message No. 85089, dated 26 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.
OUT Message No. 85199, dated 27 November
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. .
OUT Message No. 85662, dated 28 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO. .
OUT Message No. 86063, dated 30 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.
OUT Message No. 85666, dated 28 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.
OUT Message No. 87667, dated 7 December
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. ’
Memorandum, dated 12 December 1963;
subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO.

3 June 1964 DDP 4-2764 [Commission Document No. 1001]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. ;
Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by :
the Soviet Government.

3 June 1964 DDP 4-2770 [Commission Document No. 1012]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. : )
Subject. George and Jeanne de MQHRENSCHILDT. .

o 26
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4 June 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of Lee
Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.

5 June 1964 DDP 4-2844 [Commission Document No. 1041]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations Regarding Intelligence Training
School in Minsk, USSR.

10 June 1964 DOP 4-2922 [(Commission Document No. 1054]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

*12 June 1964 DDP 4-2988 [Commission Document No. 1089]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Attachment: OUT Message No. 88643, dated 12 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and the

Federal Bureau of Investigation.
7

19 June 1964 DOP 4-3169 [Commissicn Document No. 1131]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques.

26 June 1964 DOP 4-3366

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN:
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques

29 June 1964 DDP 4-3347 {Commission Document No. 1188]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was

{n Tangier, Morocco.
[Copy to the FBI.)
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1 July 1964 D0P 4-3389 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Arrival Time in Helsinki ~
on 10 October 1959.

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD (Remarks by Soviet Consul
Pavel Antonovich YATSKOY).

{Copy to the FBI.]

6 July 1964 DDP 4-3470 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and
Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD
and the Assassination of President Kennedy.

[Copy to the FBI.]

22 July 1964 poP 4-3712 [Commissfon Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Apparent Inconsistencies in Material Fur-

gished the Commission by CIA and the Department of
tate.

23 July 1964 DDP 4-3769 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Attachment: Affidavit respecting origin and circum-
stances of a photograph of an unknown individual
{urnished by this Agency to the FBI on 22 November
963.

23 July 1964 DDP 4-3770

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Attachments: Translation (original documents included.)

1201]

1216]

1222]

1273]
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31 July 1964 DDP 4-3916 [Commission Document No. 1358]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. ,
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.

! 7 August 1964 DOP 4-4037 (Commission Document No. 1356]

‘ Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
i Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies.

28 August 1964 DDP 4-4479 (Commission Document Mo. 1443])

* Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADOP, to J.
Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.

31 August 1964 DDP 4-4581

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, GDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
i Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City.

3 September 1964 00P 4-4600 [Document No. 50, List 2]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN. - :
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplies by the Cuban Government. i
[Copy to the FBI]

14 September 1964 DOP 4-4775 [Comnission Document No. 1483]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Wester Europe in 1964.

11 September 1964 DDP 4-4793

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
Commission by the Central Intelligence Agency.

11 September 1964 DDP 4-4794 [Commission Document No. 1479]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Certain Questions Posed by the State Depart-
ment Files. (Revised) (Attachment to CD No. 1479)

ke 29
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11 September 1964 DDP 4-4795 (Commission Document No. 1479)

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies. (Revised)
‘ (Attachment to CD No. 1479.)

11 September 1964 DOP 4-4796 [Commission Document No. 1479]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.
15 September 1964 DOP 4-4801 [Commission Document No. 1493]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.
_ 17 September 1964 DDP 4-4823
- ' Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
. Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates;
Procedure and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas;
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from
f Cuba. .
17 September 1964 , DDP 4-4838

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: State Department Files.

17 September 1964 DOP 4-4893

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Valeriy Viadimirovich KOSTIKOV.

! 17 September 1964 DOP 4-4841
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Regarding Agency approval

for the publication of memorandum, dated 2 July 1964,
| concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD. Not authorized.)
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18 September 1964 DDP 4-4847

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: COmmunications from the Department of State.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4848

Memorandun from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Departure from the USSR of Soviet Citizens
Married to Foreigners.

18 September 1964 DOP 4-4850

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Passport and Visa Office.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4873

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Intourist Hotels in Moscow.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4882
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Technical Examination of Photographs of Lee
Harvey OSWALD's Application for a Cuban Visa.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4886

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Resettlement of U.S. Defectors in the USSR.

22 September 1964 DOP 4-4921
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN. - .
Subject: Silvia Tirado Bazan de DURAN. 4
17 September 1964 DOP 4-4922

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: FEusebio AZQUE [sic - AZCUE] - Former Cuban
Consul, Mexico City.
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18 September 1964 DOP 4-4952

Femorandua frox Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lea RANXINL.
Subject: Llee Harvey OSWLAD. (Information vegarding
OSWALD's stay in Helsinki.)

18 September 1964 DD? 4-4953 h 2

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN,
Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph lio. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit Ho. 2625).

1 October 1964 D0? 4-5110 [Commission Document No. 1532]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lea RANKIN.
Subject: Joachim JOZSTE!N.
[Copies to BI, I&iS, State]

13 October 1964 DDP 4-5275

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RA!NKIN.
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnishad to the
Commission by tne Central Intelligence Agency.

16 October 1964 DDP 4-53341

Hemorandum for The President's Committee on the Warren
Commission Report.

Subject: CIA's Role in the Support of Presidential
Foreign Travel.

20 October 1964 DD? 4-5341 [Commission Docuﬁent 1o, 1545]

Memorandum from Richard HZLMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Informaticn Developed on the Activity of Lee
Harvey 0SWALD in Mexico City.

29 October 1964 DDP 4-5558

Hemorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Transmittal of OCR Publication: ®“Foreign
Press Reaction to tha Warren Report“, and Follow-Up
Report, dated 22 October 1964.
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AGENCY DISSEMINATICNS TO THE FSI ET AL REGARDING RUMORS AND

LEGATLONS REGAPi1G PRESICENT KEWNEDY ASSASSINATIGH.
10 October 1963 DIR 74673
Lee Harvey OSWALD, Contact with Soviet €mbassy, Maxico )
. City, 1 October 1563.
Recipients: FBI, I&NS, State, White House.
" 23 November 1953 DIR 84915
Information relating to telephone call on 28 September : F‘E
1963 to Soviet Ezbassy in Mexico City. b w'
. Recipient: FBI. ENN
25 November 1963 DIR 84950

‘Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic ~ Consulate] in Mexico City;
Contact with Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 OIR . 84951 '

CIA requests informatibtn relating to OSWALD's ac-
tivities in Mexico City (from FBl interrogation
of 0S<ALD).

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1563

Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 ) €sC1-3/778,826

Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD, Suspected Assassin of

President Kennedy. Encloses transcripts of tele-

phone calls mace on 27 and 28 September and 1 and

3 October 1963. )
Recipient: FBI. .
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26 Novesmber 1963 €sC1-3/778,829

O

. AV WP B A 8 ¢

Subject: Same as above.

(Comment: This dissemination may be identical with
CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to

be the correct one, according to a copy of the docu-
ment in CI/SIG file no. 568.)

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85069

Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-
man to Texas on 26 November 1963.

Representatives of this Agency in Costa Rica suspect
that Julio SUNOL Leal, pro-Communist, pro-Castro deputy
to the Costa Rican National Assembly; will try to
gather data in Texas to use in pro-communist-pro-Castro
propaganda in connection with the assassination of
President Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1563 DIR 85089

Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan,
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November
1963 [sic - 25 November 1963] that “on 18 September
1963 he saw Lee Harvey OSWALD receive six thousand
five hundred dollars in a meeting inside the Cuban
Embassy in Mexico City.”

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received a copy. [Warren Comission]

26 November 1963. DIR 85176

Subject: Marina Nikolaevna OSWALD (information volun-
teered on Marina OSWALD by Moroccan student Mohamed
REGGAB studying in wWest Germany).

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

26 November 1963 DIR 85177

Subject: Telephone Communication between Duban Presi-
dent DORTICOS and Joaquin HERNANDEZ Armas, Cuban Am-
bassador to Mexico.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.
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26 November 1963 Unnumbered

Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10815.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

)

Subject: Passage of IN 68291 from Mexico City to the W'’
Whit~ House. (OSWALD's reported presence in Mexico

City on 18 September 1963.)

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 €sCI-3/778,881

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 DIR 85182

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard
Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding
latter to a close friend in Bern.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85196

According to information from Nicaraguan Security
Service, Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte was a Nicaraguan
intelligence source from 1962 to August 1963.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

27 November 1963 DIR 85199
' Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]
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-, 27 November 1963 DIR 85222

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the Cuban
Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City, contact with
Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85246

Dr. Jose GUILLERMO Aguirre of Mexico reports information
regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy. (Also relayed to S. PAPICH of the FBI by
CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 DIR 85471

Subject: Rearrest of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 DIR 85573

Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary of
State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban Am-
bassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Information on Arnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by telephone
to S. PAPICH. )
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Information regarding photographic coverage of Cuban
and Soviet Embassies in Mexico City passed to S. PAPICH
of the FBI.

Recipient: FBI.

28 November 1963 DIR 85657

on 26 November a British journalist named John WILSON-
HUDSON gave information to the American Embassy in
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London indicating that an "American gangster type named
RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
28 November 1963 DIR 85662
Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]
28 November 1963 DIR 85665
The Hague Station reports that on 23 November 1963,
a local Castroite named Maria SNETHLAGE talked to
Third Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Embassy.
SNETHLAGE claimed she knew the Mr. Lee [sic] who
murdered President Kennedy.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

CsCI-3/778,893

Subject: Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

Recipient: FBI.

29 November 1963

29 November 1963

DIR 85666
Acting upon an FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADO
be turned over to Mexican authorities for additional
jnterrogation.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]
29 Kovember 1963 DIR 85668
Highlights from the interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
29 November 1963 DIR 85670

Sensitive sources . . . have reported that when the
23 November arrest of Silvia DURAN became known to
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the personnel of the Cuban Embassy there was a great deal
of discussion.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 DIR 85691

Series of anonymous telephone calls to the office of the
Naval Attache in Canberra, Australia, by a man claiming
to have knowledge about a Soviet plot to assassinate
President Kennedy. .

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85714

Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on 28 November.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85744

Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85758

Translation of interrbgation of Silvia DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 Rovember 1963 DIR 85770

Series of incidents which have produced a report
alleging advance information on assassination.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 Unnumbered memorandum
Telephone contact with S. PAPICH concerning rumor

that OSWALD had made a bank deposit.
Recipient: FBI.
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30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,894
Subject: Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Kashington
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

30 November 1963 DIR 86063

Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte Admits his story a fabrication.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

3 December 1963 DIR 86496

Information relating to OSWALD's presence in Mexico.
Recipient: FBI.

7 December 1963 DIR 87667

Re-interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 DIR 87731
Richard BEYMER, American movie actor, in touch with
Cuban Embassy, Mexico City.
Recipient: FBI.

9 December 1963 DIR 87796

4

Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963 alleging
assassination arranged by Communist Chinese.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH regarding identity of
a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy prepared
and executed jointly by the Communist Chinese and Cubans
through intermediaries. (See JMWAVE 8658, IN 75%02.)
Recipient: FBI.

12 December 1963 CSCI1-3/779,048
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON,
John; WILSON, John Hudson.) .

Recipient: FBI.
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12 December 1963 DIR 88643
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]
12 December 1963 DIR 88682
Cuban Ambassador to France received instructions not
to coment upon the assassination.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
12 December 1963 DIR 88747
' Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
13 December 1963 €SC1-3/779,136 :
Subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Cormission]
16 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,135
Subject: Peter DERYABIN's Comments on Xennedy Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.
== ==""""18 December 1963 DIR 89970 e

Further Information on Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

18 December 1963 DIR 89980
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
fnterrogation.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Comission]

27 December 1963 €SC1-3/779,297

Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese).
Recipient: FBI.
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3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in El Caribe
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with
ALVARADO's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 No-
vember.

Recipient: FBI.

10 January 1964 €sCI1-3/779,482
Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN. .
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Comission]

27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729
Subject: Possible Relatives of Marina Nikolayevna
OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

30 January 1964 CsC1-3/778,814

Subject: Jack L. RUBY, Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

4 February 1964 CsCI-3/779,817

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (fhformation on names,
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the
Soviet Union.)

Recipient: FBI. .

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

Subject: Assassination of John F. Kennedy.

("In connection with our efforts to assist the
President's Commission on the Assassination of
President Kennedy by providing information which
might be helpful in interpreting available ma-
terials relating to OSWALD's activities abroad,
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we have considered the entry with regard to attempted
suicide. We consider this entry as being.of consider-
able importance and one which might be subject to
verification.®)

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(*. . . 47 photographs which were among the effects of
Lee Harvey OSWALD, . . . . It appears that most of
the photographs were taken in the USSR and depict
Soviet gontacts of OSWALD or scenes in the Soviet
Union."

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

‘ Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service.
! Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

: (Verification of entry in "Historic Diary” relating to

; OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0864

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of
Intelligence and Research, Department of State.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy -
Verification of Entry in “Historic Diary".

Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission]

20 February 1964 CsSc1-3/779,988
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding
Annette SETYAEVNA and Lillie May RAHM.)
Recipient: FBI.
22 February 1964 DIR 03101
Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan

Student Mohamed REGGAB.
Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service.)
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11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344

Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mohamed REGCGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

20 March 1964 €sCI-3/780,612

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
{Photograph of an individual closely resembling
OSWALD.)

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 €sC1-3/780,881

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Information regarding Lydia DYMITRUK.)
Recipient: FBI.

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI.
[Warren Commission]

11 May 1964 CsC1-3/781,172

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Traces on Soviet names,
addresses, and telephone numbers from an address book
belonging to Marina OSWALD.)

Recipient: FBI.

13 May 1964 CsC1-3/781,282

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification of
photographs sent to CIA by FBI.)
Recipient: FBI.

15 May 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in Processing
Visa Applicants; Reaction of the Service to the Assassi-
nation of President Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
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5 June 1964 A CsC1-3/781,543
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Use of Machine Colla-
tion Program to Check Qut Cubans Mentioned in Letter
of 27 November 1963 from Mario del ROSARIA Milina.)
Recipient: FBI.
10 June 1964 CsCl-3/781,841
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY.
Recipient: FBI.
$
29 June 1964 CsCI-3/782,085
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was
in Tangier, Morocco.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401
Menorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
(Remarks made by Soviet Consul Pavel Antonovich YATSKOV.)
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Cormission]

27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-64

Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having
Been Used for Propaganda by the Cuban Government.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban

Government.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64

Subject: VIACUCT Interview on 9 September 1964; His
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI.
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23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of
Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65

Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with
Investigation of Lee Harvey and Marina OSKALD.
Recipient: FBI.

30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

Subject: Rima ZMITROOK, Lee Harvey OSWALD's In-
N tourist Guide in Moscow.
Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI-316/03243-67

Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican
Newsman, That OSWALD Visited UNAM Campus Shortly
é After the Cuban Embassy Refused Him a Visa to
Visit Cuba. CONTRERAS' Statement of Dubious
! . Credibility; Information Passed to Mexican au-
thorities.

MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY CIA TO THE WARREN
COMMISSION ON_RUMORS AND ALLEGATICNS RE-

LATING 10 THE PRESIDENT'S ASSASSINATION

31 January 1964

Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the
Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City,
28 September - 3 October 1963.
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§ March 1964

Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mokammed -REGGAD Relative to Marina OSWALD.

18 March 1964

Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was interviewed
by CIA in Moscow.

. 31 March 1564 DDP 4-1655

Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee Harvey
OSKALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD.
Enclosures include the following:
Teletype Message No. 87515, 29 November 1963 -
paragraph g - Marina SNETHLAGE.
Teletype Message No. 85182, 22 Kovember 1963 -
Remarks made by Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Teletype Message No. 85665, 28 November 1963 -
Remarks Made by Maria SNETHLAGE and Third
Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Em-
bassy in The Hague.

3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699
Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON.

7 Rpril 1964 oDP 4-1783
Subject: Moharmed REGGAB.

4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256

Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD.
"A survey of Agency files indicates that all . . .
information known to the Agency on QSWALD's association
(with communists or criminals, either in United States
or abroad) has been made available to the Commission.®

8 May 1564 DOP 4-2351

Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

{Compilation of traces on what appear to be Soviet
names, addresses, and telephone numbers from an ad-
dress bgok identified by Marina QSWALD as belonging
to her.
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15 May 1964

Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

19 May 1964 DDP 4-2534

Subject: Allegations of PFC Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

22 May 1964 DDP 4-2624

Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
Embassy in Canberra, Australia; Relative to Planned
Assassination of President Kennedy.

27 May 1964 DDP 4-2688

; Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
(Comment: Letter received at U.S. Embassy, Stockholm.)

1 June 1964 DDP 4-2741

Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. .
Enclosures: Out Teletype No. 85089, 26 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 85199, 27 November 1953.
Qut Teletype No. 85662, 28 November 1963.
Out Teletype No. 85666, 28 November 1963. .
Out Teletype No. 86063, 30 November 1963. .
Out Teletype No. 87667, 7 December 1963.
Memorandum, 12 December 1963, Interroga-
tion of Gilberto ALVARADO.

3 June 1964 DDP 4-2769

Subject: Doczuments on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by
the Soviet Government.

4 June 1964 poP

Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of
Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.
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10 June 1964

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

12 June 1964
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of
President Kennedy sent to United States Embassy
in Costa Rica.

29 June 1964 DDP 4-3347

Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD
was in Tangier, Morucco.

2 July 1968 DOP 4-3401
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
28 August 1964 DOP 4-4479
© Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.
15 September 1964 DOP 4-4808

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

17 September 1968 DOP 4-4839
Subject: Valeriy Viadimirovich KOSTIKOV.

4 e e g s m—— e -

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4922
Subject: Eusebio AZQUE - Former Cuban Consul, Mexico City.
18 September 1964 DDP 4-4953

Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).
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Intelligence Sources on Oswald's Visit
to Mexico City in 1963

1. Uni!gterai Coverage:

From the time the Mexico Staticn was opened in April
1947 until the arrival of Mr. Win Scott as Chief of Station in
1655, the Station had developed a support apparatus to exploit
leads from the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City. This umbrella
type project (LIPSTICK) consisted of multi-line phone taps, three
photographic sites, a mobile surveillance team and a mail inter-
cept operation.

Telephone taps {LIFEAT) were placed by an employee of
the local telephone company who was handled by a Station case
officer. The number of lines tapped was limited only by the avail-
ability of a listening post nearby and the availability of language
(English, Spanish, Soviet, Polish, Czech, etc.) transcribers.
Generally, these were Mexican or Mexican-American recruited agents.

Three photographic sites were handled by a Station case
officer assisted by technicians on TDY from Headquarters who
advised the Station on the best types of cameras, films, and con-
cealment devices. These operations had sub-crypts under project
LIPSTICK (namely: LIMITED, LILYRIC and LICALLA). LIMITED was a
fixed site directly opposite the Soviet Embassy (across the

street) which had both a vehicle and a pedestrian entrance. The
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gate to the Soviet Embassy was on the northwest corner of the
Soviet compound and the LIMITED site was diagonally across a
double laned street on the southeast corner of that block (See
attached diagram). LIMITED was the first photo base and opera-
ted strictly on an experimental basis in the early stages. This
base, however, was closed when the Station received word that the
photograph of the “unidentified man" was being released by the
Warren Conmission. LILYRIC was an alternate photographic base.

It was located in an upper story of an apartment building on the
same side of the street as the LIMITED site but in the middle of
the block south. It had a planted view of the front gate of the
Soviet Embassy. LICALLA, the third photographic site, was located
in one of a row of four houses on the south side of the Soviet
Embassy compound. This site overlooked the back garden of the
Soviet Embassy compound. The purpose of this operation was to get
good identification Photographs of Soviet personnel. The three
photographic sites were managed by a recruited agent who was a
Mexican citizen, the son of an American mother and Mexican father
(deceased). This agent collected the film from the LIMITED and
LILYRIC sites three times a week. The film was then devleoped and
printed into 8 x 10 contact print strips. LICALLA film was ori-
ginally processed in the Station but in early 1959, due to the
resignation of a technician, this film like that of LIMITED and

LILYRIC was processed on the cutside by a recruited agent.
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Mobile surveillance was conducted by two American
staff officers. These two officers organized a surveillance
team of six recruited agents which used late model cars and a
panel truck for surveillance. The team could be activated by
radio from the LIMITED site whenever someone of interest left
the gate of the Soviet Embassy. These agents were aware of
the LIMITED site since they had been issued LIMITED photographs
for identification purposes.

The Station also conducted a unilateral mail intercept
operation, LIBIGHT, which was handled by an American case officer.
A recruited Mexican agent, who had a semi-official status, obtained
selected letters from a sub-agent employed by the Mexican postal
system.

2. Liaison Coverage:

Liaison coverage was unreliable and insecure as charac-
terized by the nature of the Mexican services at that time. The
Mexican Direction of Federal Security (DFS), with which we con-
ducted liaison, was a hip-pocket group run out of the Mexican
Ministry of Government. This Ministry was principally occupied
with political investigations and control of foreigners. Their
agents were cruel and corrupt. A Station officer trained a number
of them in name tracing and travel control. ’

‘ In 1958, at the instigation of a Mexican official, a

Joint telephone tap operation came into existence. The operation,
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which became known as LIENVOY, was run by a Mexican officer.
The listening post had 30 lines connected at one time. The
transcription rcom was staffed by Mexican Army officers. In
1961, because of mismanagement by the Mexican principals,

the Station Chief, himself, became the project case officer.

A Station officer assisted him in the daily supervision of the
listening post and in picking up the transcripts and the tapes.

There was also an American technician inside the listening post.

i 3. Oswald Coverage:
| In mid-1962, the Mexican officer in charge of LIENVOY
. (the joint tap operation) asked the American officer at the
LIENVOY 1istening post for the té1ephone numbers of the Soviet,
Cuban and Satellite Embassies in anticipation of possible cover-
age. The Station immediately disconnected all of the unilateral
i telephone taps on these Embassies so that they would not be dié-
covered when the Mexicans hooked up their taps. The Mexicans
soon thereafter connected five Cuban lines, five Soviet lines,
three Czech lines, two Polish~1iﬁes, and one Yugoslav line. At
the listening post, a 1ive monitor made short summaries of con-

versations of interest which were then included in a daily re-

—————

suﬁe for the Chief of Station. Later, when a reel was completely
recorded, full transcripts were typed and passed to the Station;
however, there was usually a time lag of a day or two. Reels

which contained Russian or a language other than Spanish or
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English were taken to another iocation for translation and
typing. Mr. Boris Tarasoff did the Russian translations but
because of the volume of Russian conversations, the trans-
lations usually ran about a week behind the date of the con-
versation. All transcripts were made in either Spanish or
English since the Chief of Station could read only these two
languages and because he personally screened the transcripts
for operational leads.

As soon as the Station learned that an American iden-
tifying himself as Lee Oswald phoned the Soviet Embassy, Miss
Ann Goodpasture of the Station started screening all photographs.
However, here again, there was a backlog because the photographs
were picked up three times a week, but those picked up were usually
for dates a few days befofe since the technician who was proces-
sing the film did so on a night-time basis. Further, photographs
were not made initially until a cemplete roll of film was used.
Later this was changed and the operator cleared the camera at the
end of each day regardless of amount of unused film remaining.
The instructions were to covér the entire work day (office hours)
and to photograph all Soviets, their families, all foreigners,
and cars with foreign license plates. Human error did occur but
generally the agents were conscientious. The Cuban Embassy cover-

age had more sophisticated equipment using a pulse camera which

frequently'deve1oped mechanical difficulties.
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Oswald came to the attention of the listening post
operators from a tap of the Soviet line. It wa; picked up and
taken to Mr. Boris Tarasoff for translation because the caller
was trying to speak in Russian. There was some delay because
Station personnel waited to review the photographs coincidentally
with the typed transcript.

4. Airport Coverage:

This i3 discussed at Tab B.
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SELECTED NEWSPAPER STORIES WITH COMMENTS
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In the course of the re;earch effort leading to this general
report, there were newspaper stories relating to the assassination
of President Kennedy and to CIA. Some of these appear to have been
based on specially designed stories emanating from the House Select
Committee on Assassinations. At the time of their appearance they
were the subject of comments prepared in CIA. These newspaper
stories and the comments are attached.

The following newspaper stories and comments are listed below:

Tab G.1 Jack Anderson column on 6 May 1977 alleging
CIA activity in Dallas, Texas in 1963.

Tab 6.2 Jack Anderson column on 20 January 1977 '
alleging that CIA is tied to a false Oswald
story.

Tab G.3 Norman Kempster story on 1 January 1977
alleging that CIA withheld data on Oswald.

Tab G.4 Clare Booth Luce involvement with Cuban exiles.

Tab G.5 Ronald Kessler story on 26 November 1976
alleging CIA withheld details of Oswald tele-
phone calls, with report on handling of documents.

Tab G.6 John Goshko story on 13 November 1976 alleging
that Oswald told the Cubans of his plan to kill
Kennedy.

Tab G.7 Tabloid Midnight story on 2 August 1976
regarding CIA and Castro.

Tab G.8 Washington Post story on 1 October 1976 concerning
CIA consideration of possibly interviewing _
Lee Harvey Oswald in 1960. . ;
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HEMORASIUM FOR: Dirzctor of Centrel latelligonll % i
VIA :  Daputy Director of Cestral intslligonce T T
FROM : John H. Maller

Inspactor General

SUBJECT . Jack Anderson 6 Nay 1977 Coluza Entitled
“0dd CIA Activity in Dallas in 1953"
REFERENCE : OLC Mewmorandum for Director of Contral

Intelligance - CLC 77-1815 (2ttached)

1. Action Regquested: HNone, for inforcaticn only.

i 2. Background: The attachad Jeck Anderson colusn is a
| mixture of scme fact and error. At least portions of it saent
to have baen leaked by somzone connected with the House Salact
Comnittee on Assassinations.

3.” Factual information on matiers ccverad in the article
follows:

a. Alphc 65 was an anti-Castro Cutan Exile
Organization. Antonio Veciana was cne of its
founders. Veciana contacted the Agency oa three )
occasions for assistance in an assassinztion plot
against Castro (December 1963; July 1252 2nd April
15656). On each occasicn he wes turr2d Cown. The
Agency hed ro respoasibility for or spansorship of
Alpha 63.

b. Veciana was reaisterad in the Inter-Service
2agistry by the U.S. Ay for the pariod Novenbar
1652 to July 1625 at which timz h2 w3s terninatad
witnout prejudice. .

c. Veciana repyr~tzdly collaboreted witi a Cuban
Garrrnmaat Intalligance Officer, Guillermd Ruiz, in
conarction with Alpha 56 activitivs. Puiz is rioprion

to a cousin or Veciana,
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d. Andersos otteonts i conrzet end Marels )
Bishop with CIA in Dallas; ncuspazers ip Duotizs
have tricd to identify Bishop vitn our DD repre-
sentative in Dallas, Mr. J. talton lasve. Fco-
cording to cur records, ro Ajency uificers ever
vsed th2 nza:e of Foreis Biskop a5 2n alias., i
one namad Morris Bishop vas ever engloysd by the

Agency.

e. Tha FBI identified the three men who
visited lrs. Cdio. Lea Harvey 0s..21d was not
one of tham. The VMlarren Cormission was satis-
fied that 0sw.ald could rot have b2en in Dalizs
at the time of the visit.

1= D
Jefntl, o, i
ohn K. ialler

RN

Attachment - 1

Distribution:
Original - Director of Central Intelligence w/att.

1 - Deputy Dirsctor of Central Intelligance w/att.
Assistant to the Directcr (Public Affairs)e:/att.
Office of Legislative Counsal w/att.

Office of General Counsel w/att.
Executive Registry w/att

-

IG Subject w/att:

ot vl o oo it e wmd
'

~ IG Ckrono w/att. -
- J.L.Leader Carono w/att..~"
01E/J.L.Leader: zal _
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MEMORANDUY FCR:  Deputy Director for Cperations

FROM :+ Raymond ). iarren
_Chief, Latin America Division
I'4
4
SUBJECTS ot AL Jack snderson 20 January 1977 Colunn
Titled "CIA Tied to False Oswald Story”

z.'9.

B. ldentification of the Mr. ¥ in the
Andcrson Colunn

|

1. The attached colunn, citing the testimony of a MNr. X, :
alleges th2t a ClA agent tried to link Oswald to Cuban intelli-
. pence officers in ‘loxico. There is, of course, no substance 9%
- the colurn's allegations. The colunna identifies the source as
sMir. X because of attempts on his 1ife, but subsequently gives
ernough inforaation on \lr. X to estahlish his identity. ’

2. According to the Aaderson column, Mr. X was first ret
by his CIA contact in Havana before relations with U.S./Cuba uere
severed. Mr. X had helpecd %o organize bank accountants to cin-
bezzle Cuban government funlds to finance anti-lastro causes.
Mr. X was rcportedly recruized by a orris Bishop (CIA contact),
to ‘plan an attcapt on Castro's life. The plan was to fire =
bazooka from a uearby apartneat building while Castro was deliver-
ing onc of his aarathon spceches. According to the Andersor
colunn, the plot was discovered by Castro's polize and Mr. X
escaped to Miami. Mr. X alsc reportedly tricd to assassinare
Castro in Chile in 1971 in league with the Venczueclan Luis veszla
Carriles, who is now bheing Jetained in Caracas for the 6 Qc¢-oucey
Cubana airline hoabing. The Anders<on colunn ends with the report
that Hr. X worked for CIA until 1973 for cxpeascs, but was paid
§253,000 in cash by Morris Bishop when he was terainated.
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BN 3. Frow the above description of Mr. X, it is reasonabty

_tear that M. X is Antonio Carlos VECIANA Blanch (20)-3129060).
VECLANL, an assistant bank manager and past president of a public .
accountants dssociation in lHavana, fivst contacted CIA in Havana

in becember 1960 vhen he asked the CO5, at that ripe James AL Noel,
to help in an assassination plot against Castro. ViCIANA asked
for visas for ten rclatives of the four nen assigned to kill {astro,
and also requested four MI rifles with adapters for grenades plus
eight grenades. The COS did not encourage VECIAXA and subscquently
checked with an Embassy officer who reported thar VECIANA had made
similar "wild-eyed" proposals to hin. On 23 Novexber 1961 the

Mianmi News published a report of an unsuccessful attempt by Antonio
VECTAUA to kill Castro. VECIANA reportedly had arranged to
assassinate Castro and Cuban President Osvaldo Dorticos on 5 October
in Havana, but the bazooka he was using failed to firc.

4. There has been no Agency relationship with VECTANA. A
P0A, which was granted for his use in para-military affairs in
January 1962, expired in November 1962. VECIANA was born on
4 October 1935 in Havana. He was a menber of the People's Revo-
lutionary Movement, an anti-Castro group in Cuba during 1960-61, and
was one of the founders of Alpha-66. A certified public accecuntant
by trade, VECIANA was with A.I.D. in La Paz in 19%28-72. VECTARA
was registered in ISR to the U.5. Aray in November 1962 and he
was torminated without prejudice im July 1960, Ca 23 July 1962
VECIANA was interviewed, at his request, by Mr. iiarry Real from
the DCD New York office. VECIANA asked Rsal to arrange a meetling
with a senior CIA officer to discuss Alpha-66's plans to assassinate
Castro and to request CIA's assistance (U.S.8$100,000; 10,000 Cuban
pesos; 48 hand grenades). There is no jndication that this request
was ever acted upon by CIA. ‘

*s. In April 1966 a LA Division officer, Joha R. Lucy, using
the alias John Livingston, met VECIANA in New York City. The
meeting was arranged by a retired naval officer, Janes Cogswell
who had informed Chief, Wl Division that he had information of valuc
concerning Cuba. ¥hen Lucy arrived in New York City for the meeting,
he was introduced by Cogswell to VECIANA. He imueadiately launched
a discussion of the Cuban political situation and noted his strong
fecling that the only solution was the assassination of Castro.

Lucy advised VECIANA that he was in no position to provide hinm with
assistance or cacuvurage him in an assassination attempt and was only
interested in gathering information which he thought was the purpose
of the mceting. VECIANA subscquently said that his roommate Felix
ZABALA, a Cuban refugee, had cxcellent contacts ina Havana. It was
clear to Lucy, however, VECIANA was atteopting tc use IABALA poten-
tially to get Ageacy financial support for his crganization.
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VEUTARA suggested that 350,000 vwould be needed to get his
activities off the ground. Lucy imdicated to VECINIA that he

.would loek into the ZARALA ratter and would probuably arranze for

ZABALAN to be “eontacted in Puerto Rico.

6. There is no indicuation in the file that any Agency officer

in contact with ¥YECIANA ever used an alias Morris Bishop. There is
no Morris Bishcp listed in true nanme in the DDO rolls. There was
never any coutractual relationship with VECIANA and he was not

paid CIA funds.

7. On 11 January 1977 a sanitized copy of VECIANA's 201 file
was made availuble to staffers from the Scnate Sclect Committee on
Intelligence.

—— =

Ra—cend L. arrea

Raymond A. Warren

_Attachment

b4

- DDO/C/LA/COG/OPS:WIDevine:js (9229) (21 January 1977)
- Distribution:

Orig & 1 - Addressee
- ADDO -
-~ LA/COG/Chroano
C/LAD
201-312966
- hold
+——L5/OPS
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 Jack Anderson arnd Tas W hitten

i A mystery witness has suwsra 0 con-
gressional inves:izuiers it 3 Ceneral
Inzeilizence Agezoy 2zent inireduced
bim W Lee Hirrey Osa2!d in Dai'as
three months peicre Cywald gunzed
down Presicdent Joza F. Kearedy..

© “The wimess, whem e have azeed -

to idextily cniv a3 Mr. X because ol ale
. teorts o his lifa, is the f3nncer ¢f a
Cubdan terrorist zrsup N3 worsed

- clesaly with ise CLA :
B The group heid recret eetings at

- - 312 Eodancale in Da2llas betors e 2s-

sassiration. Not loog alter Keosedy
was siot, 2 Dallzs deputy sterif? was

.. told by a3 izformaat that Oswaid Bad
* . bean asseciating wita scme Cubars at
%3123 Harlendale.,” - ce .
T Mr, X's dramatic tesimony easts
T pew lght on tae story Svima Cdio,

- - Qaughter of a wealtay cppooeat of Ca-

= baa Premier Fidzl Caswra, 1o1d to the

©OL Two reaths befors the Rezredy -
killing, sha relatad, she was vigtad iq -

bker Dalas ararisent by toree rien
Wwho iCentfiad thersselves 23 frneadsy
- of hor fataer. ; ~ T e

¥ - -Ope was introducad to ber 25 “Lecn

o Oswaii'ﬁ'henshesaw:hey‘zu:_eh
th2 newspapers of the man who =24

-" - shot Xenredy, she Zaated frem seook.
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10 January 1977

MEDRANDUM FOR:  Chief, Counterintelligence Staff

FROM : Russell 3, Holmes
Cl Operations Crowp

SUBJECT : Article by Norman Xeepster Appearing in
the Los Angeles Times of 1 January 1977
and Entitleé "CIA aithheld Data on Oswald'
(copy attached)

In light of the inaccurate and misleading statements
attributed by Xerpster to Sprague, the following corments are
cffered in rebuttal.

-a. '"The CIA withheld frox the FRI for almost
two months in 1065 1niorraticn that Lee Farvey Uswald
had talked with Cudan and Sov.et Officiais about n1s
desire 10 Visit those countries . . .

Comment: Oswald's nane did not surface in Mexico City until

1 Octooer 1963 when a hitherto unknown male telerhoned the
Soviet Ezbassy. During this teleghone call, the caller identi-
fied himself as 'Lee Oswald.” Cn 8 Octcber 1963, the Mexico
City Station cabled to headquarters the highlights of the
transcript of the conversation.

(1) On 1 October 1965, an Arerican male who
spoke broken Russian and said his name was Lee
Oswald (phonetic), stated he was at the Soviet
Erbassy on 28 Septerber wien he spoke with a consul
whom he believed to be Valeriy Viadinmirovich
Kostikov. Oswald asked the Soviet guard Ivan
Obyedkov, who answered, if there was anything new
regarding a telegran to washington. Obyedkov upon
checking said nothing had been received yet, but
the request had been sent.

(2) Mexico Station said it had photographs of
a male who appeared to be an Armerican entering the
Soviet Embassy at 1216 hcurs, leaving at 1222 on
1 October. His apparent age was 33, athletic
build, about six feet, receding hairline, balding
top. Wore khakis and sport shirt.
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(3) No local dissemination was being made by
the Station. [MEXI 6453 (IN 36017), 8 October.]

(Note: Cablese has been rendered here into readable English,
without substantive changes or omissions. Cryptonyms and
pseudonyms have been cmitted or put into clear text.)

The above information was received in Headquarters on
9 October; the following day Headquarters incorporated this
information in an electrical dissemination to the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, the Departzent of State, the Department of
the Navy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.

(1) On 1 October 1963 a reliable and sensitive
source in Mexico reported that an American male
who identified himself as Lee Oswald, contacted the
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City inauiring whether the
Embassy had received any news concerning a telegram
which had been sent to Washington. The American
was described as approximately 35 years old, with an
athletic build, about six feet tall, with a "receding"
hairline. .

(2) It is believed that Oswald may be identical
to Leé Henry [sic]) Oswald, born on 18 October 1939
in New Orleans, Louisiana, a former U.S. Marine who
defected to the Soviet Union in October 1959 and later .
made arrangements thrcugh the United States Embassy ' ;
in Moscow to return to the United States with his
Russian-born wife, Marina Nikolaevna Pusakova [sic]
and their child.

(3) The information in paragraph (1) is being
disseminated to your representatives in Mexico City.
Any further information received on this subject
will be furnished you. This information is being
made available to the I'migration and Naturali:zation
Service. [DIRECTOR 74673, 10 October 1963.]

(Note: It should be pointed out that for some unknown reason . .
the Headauarters desk responsible for making the dissemination
neglected to include the information that Oswald had visited the
Soviet Exbassy on 28 September 1963.)

i It was not until 22 Noverber 1963, when the Station initiated
a review of all transcripts of telephone calls to the Soviet Embassy
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that the Station leamned that Oswald's call to the Soviet Embassy
on 1 October 1963 was in connection with his request for a visa
to the USSR. Because he wanted to travel to the USSR by way of
Cuba, Oswald had also visited the Cuban Embassy in an attempt to
obtain a visa allowing him to transit Cuba.

Inasmuch as Oswald was not an investigative responsibility
of the CIA and because the Agency had not received an official
request from those agencies having investigative responsibility
requesting the Agency to obtain further information, the Station
did nothing other than ask Headquarters on 15 Octcber 1963 for
a photograph of Oswald. [MEXI 6534 (IN $0357), 15 October 1963.])
On 25 October 1963, Headquarters sent a request to the Department
of the Navy for a photograph of Oswald. {DIRECTOR 77978,

24 October 1963.] It was not until 26 November 1963, however,
that the Navy Department apparently responded to this request by
sending directly to the Mexico City Station a photograph of Oswald.

In response to a question from the Warren Commission, the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, on 6 April 1963 stated that:

"The investigation of Oswald in 1963 prior to receipt
of the Central Intelligence Agency comrumication

dated 10 October 1963 was directed toward the primary
objective of ascertaining the nature of Oswald's
sympathies for, and connection with, the FPCC (Fair
Play for Cuba Cormittee) or subversive elements. The
Central Intelligence Agency cormamication which
reported that a man, tentatively identified as Oswald,
had inquired at the Soviet Embassy concerning a
telegram which had been sent to Washington did not
specify the nature of the telegran. This contact

with the Soviet Embassy interjected a new aspect into
the investigation and raised the obvious questions of
why he was in Mexico and exactly what were his
relations with the Soviets. However, the information
available was not such that any additional conclusions
could be drawn as to Oswald's syvmpathies, intentions
or activities at that time. Thus, one of the objectives
of the continuing investigaticn was to ascertain the
nature of his relations with the Soviets considering
the possibility that he could have been recruited by
the Soviet Intelligence Services. The Central
Intelligence Agency corrmmication, dated 10 October 1963
stated that any further information received concerning
Oswald would be furnished and that our liaison repre-
sentatives in Mexico City were being advised. On
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18 October 1963, one of our FBI liaison repre-
sentatives in Mexico City was furnished this infor-
mation by Central Intelligence Agency and he arranged
follow-up with Central Intelligence Agency in Mexico
City for further information and started a check to
establish Oswald's entry into Mexico. Subsequent to
the agsassination, Central Intelligence Agency also
advised us of Oswald's contact with the Cuban Embassy
in Mexico City at the time of his visit there.”

[Commission E‘(hibit No. 833 (FBI Letter to J. Lee Rankin,
dated 6 April 1964).)

b. "Chief Counsel Richard A. Sprague said that the
committee statf had learned that a CL\ message des-
cribing Oswald's activities in ‘lexico to tederal
agencies such as the F3[ had been rewritten to elimi-
nate any mention of his request for Cuban and Soviet
visas., The message was sent In Uctober, more than a month
betore the November 22,1963 assassination.”

Comment: It is not CIA practice to disseminate raw information in

e torm it is received from the field. Field reports are received
in Headquarters where they are first reviewed by the action desk.
The informaticn is then written in a form suitable for dissemination
to the intelligence commmity, including additional information,

-Jf available, from the Agency's central counterintelligence files

to make the report more meaningful to the recipient(s).

Upon learning that on 1 October 1963 an American identifying
himself as Lee Oswald had telephoned the Soviet Embassy, the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headguarters on 8 October 1963 the highlights of
Oswald's conversation with the Embassy. Because the Station at that
time did not know that Oswald was Lee Harvey Oswald and that he had
come to Mexico to apply for visas to the Soviet Union and Cuba, the
Station reported only that information obtained through telephone
tap operation against the Soviet Embassy. :

On 10 October 1963, the day after it received the information
relating to Lee Oswald and his contact with the Soviet Embassy,
Headquarters incorporated this information in an electrical dissemi-
nation to the commmity and included a brief summary of biographic
information obtained from central cownterintelligence files on the
possible identity of Lee Oswald. Since Headquarters had no indi-
cation before 22 November that Oswald had gone to Mexico to apply
for Cuban and Soviet visas, there was no question of eliminating any
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mention of Oswald's request for such visas.

Within its limitations and capabilities, Mexico Station had
complied with the Agency regulations pertaining to reporting on
Americans abroad. The Station had informed Headquarters which in
turn had alerted those agencies with an investigative or policy
interest in Oswald as an American in the United States. Headquarters
also instructed the field station to inform the local representatives
of those agencies.

As mentioned above, the action desk in Headquarters neglected,
for unknown reasons, to include the fact that Oswald had visited
the Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963. Had this information been
included it would have indicated to recipients of the report that
Oswald had more than a fleeting reason to be in contact with the
Embassy; however, as already stated, the reason for the 28 September
contact and the subject of the telegram to Washington were, at that
time, unknown.

¢. '"The CIA's decision to withhold information
was reversed shortly after Kennedv was killed.

Comment: This statement is patently false and misleading. It is
totally incompatible with Sprague's remarks to Agency representatives
in Headquarters on 24 November 1976, i.e., "he will not prejudge the
Agency for any sins of 'omission or commission'."

4 “d. "Sprague told a press conference that it was
impossible without more information to know why the CIA
had censored its own message.”

Comment: If Sprague needed more information, why did he not ask
e Agency for an explanation, instead of making it appear to the
public that the Agency has been dishonest in its dealings with the

intelligence commumnity?

e. "But he said the incident raised two interesting
uestions: what might the other agencies have done
%ﬁTerentlv if thev had been more tully informed, and
vhy did the CIA decide to remove 'information that was

considered pertinent enougn to be put in an initial
dratt of the message?' "'

Comment: As already mentioned, the Agency did not know initially
why Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy in October 1963.
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It was only after the news of the assassination had reached the
Station that the Station initiated a review of its heldings. As
a result of this review, the Station learned that Oswald had also
visited the Cuban Embassy and that Oswald's contacts with the two
embassies were in connection with his desire to travel to the
Soviet Union by way of Cuba.

As to what ''other agencies" might have done had they had more
information, attention is drawn to the FBI's comment in response
to the Warren Cormission's question. According to the FBI's
response, some investigation had been initiated on or about
18 October in Mexico. By the 25th of October, FBI headquarters had
informed its field office in New Orleans 'that another Agency had
determined that Lee Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy
in Mexico City in the early part of October 1963." The New Orleans
field office in turn informed the Dallas office which had juris-
diction over Oswald's place of residence. (For further detail, see
IV H 447 and 459.) There was, however, no request, oificial or
otherwise, from any of the responsible departments and agencies in
Washington for further details as to Oswald's presence in Mexico
and his reasons for contacting the Soviet Embassy.

f. 'The committee said its staff investigaters
had recently questioned a former CIA agent who hza
_personal knowledge” of Oswald's visits to the Scwiet
and Cuban erbassies 1n MexicO. AS a result of <ozt
interview, the report said, staff members were sent to
Mexico, where thev found and questioned additionas
witnesses.'’

Comment: Sprague's characterization "a former CIA agent” is probably
in reference to David Phillips. The latter's '"revelaticns"” to staff
investigators (and also to Ronald Kessler) were unfortimate to say
the least, in that they were inaccurate, so far as we inow. There

is no indication in the Oswald files that Oswald wanted to make a
deal with the Soviets in return for a free trip to the USSR. The
"additional witnesses" in Mexico, it is believed, are Zoris Tarasov
and his wife, both of whom had been under contract with the Agency

in 1963. We have not been informed, officially or otherwise, by
Sprague what Phillips and the Tarasovs told the staff investigators.

g- " 'These witnesses had never been sought cut
before by any investigative bodv, notwithstanding tn
fact that thev had important informaticn concerninzg
statements bv Lee Harvev Oswald in “EX1CO within oo
days ot the assassination of President hennedy,' tae

report said.”
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Corment: If "these witnesses" include people other than the Tarasovs

1t would be impossible, at this time, to make an appropriate comment.

The fact remains, however, that if Sprague had obtained additional
details, he should hold such information and not make it public
until the Agency has had a chance to review it and comment. There
are many examples in the Oswald files of statements made by people
claiming to have knowledge of Lee Harvey Oswald which have been
proven to be fabrications. One such persocn was Gilberto Nolasco
Alvarado Ugarte who, on 16 November 1963, came to the U.S.
Embassy in Mexico City. He clainad he had been in the Cuban
Consulate in Mexico City on 18 September 1963 when a man he later
recognized to be Lee Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill
an important person in the United States. After thorough investi-
gation by Mexican authorities, the Mexico City Station, and the FBI,
it was concluded that Alvarado had completely fabricated his story

about Cswald.
Russell B. Holmes
Attachment

. .

ey

atacre



14-00000

r-A--Assassmahons Panel_-..
""lssu°s Repnrt to House

* . T oea “ﬁ-lo.-'l'.

- BY ORMAN BE)!PSTSR

-"-«‘ Tl snnwnm—;; ,-.. :

&
B 'WA.. ON-Tce T, withe 4
he‘d‘;rc.. th° ‘FBL for almost two
Yaoatds ia 1533 icformation that Lea
‘Barvzy Cswald had talted with Cu-
.ban’and Syviat officials about kis da-
-s::e to visit taese coun":ﬂs, a Houwse
‘camzitteeregorted Friday, s 2-- .00
7 The Salect ‘Committes on Assassia-
'tzLons ‘indicated in a regort ta the fuil -
" Hols2 L.a is mves'.x st ef L.n
-nu:d’- President Jo S5 F. Kenned
\-nu.._ -cc-_s exly in 1977 on a '.:-.:: .
.Oswald »zd made.to° Mexico City ja
~OJC .',..-33."-" Rt o Y 2T Tua
iy Chisl. Counsel Richard A. oregue N
“said that the commilice’ stalf Rad - :
"’a:n-. twat a CIA messaze d=ac:-.'::- -

fing Ox7ald’s activities i Bisxicd 10

#federal 2gencies such.zs, the F3[ had
Spoen rewritten to elimirate any mea- |
*gion of s request for Cudan'ard So-
VM. visas. The rmassage was sent in ]
~0ctoh... Tiore than a month befs:e ]
&theho‘r 22,1833, assassinaticn. s~ ]
= -Tee CLy ciscovered Cswald's p '9-.-
Sedpcelatitze em.,asr"s't..:ouv‘- iss
syviline s wrveillance of Lhese faailities.
B""'” O3iwald had cdce defected 0
Soviat Usion, tbe CIA and py=34
2 bee interested in his astivites
T ‘l:e:a:s the K“r_.."’,v' assa:s -
:? e -a -2 ° ':' -4
Looys Cf.&'sdecxson 1 wx}...o’d R
'572tion was reversed shortly aller |
"'u-w'\ was killed..The 2§ 20CY Te-.
222 Qswald’s effosts t0 \ sit Cuta

!.:'r‘
V
n

~
¢

" “Vl"ﬁ‘)l. S, v 'o.
"'h,'ﬂ.ﬂ;

J,zud.’* Soviat Unicaboth to ize FBL

S R J’g&;&?[w(;

THE LOS ANGELES TI‘\!ES

1 January 1977

G.

and 15 the Warren Comemissian, which €23 L
cluled thal Oswald was tae s 1»"' a..d

1ad acted 2002, e

Sp:a’\.a 15’4 a press cm.’cre--* hat 1’
.¥3s impossitle witzout msre infermation
o know why the CLk had ¢cansored is owm’
pessage. e R

Do the sd the c.dﬂ"’ ralsed twointers
asting. quaslions:, \v‘mt mizht
1gencies bave done cifferenty if they &
yeen mcre fully mfc—:".sd :‘..-4 why &4 .h‘-
JIA decide to remover“inicrmalise that =
was coneiZered pertinent e"‘J"n tadaput - A
inapnin P h

izl dralt of the x:e=::~e"‘ LEBEE
<. There were 1o it corclusians i1 e
repesd, whica the 12-mermter conmitice
_prepared 2t the fisst thre2 meaths of its’®
investigation inta the murdars of Kennedy
tand cival righs Jeeder Do, blartia Luts

'1\.!!'_,.- v, J,.«h'u «‘h:l—t , APHIR F by

S S-.agm. ind'»

.tads:a»e:v.h:t.‘e:fo‘:‘e::-' .':

Lyasligatisno! G cassaés:‘::ztia::: Nl
-i; However, Gonzales said, tha czmnitles’s

S District of Colu= Vs condésitazal deles
g:'ﬂarc_lnecn:;:"n u"-n, 3 ezbcom-

witted’ said thai nrdecizatad ceen m”'
onzc;ea't zRay'scli

2hly vyould be aceealed, .
“;ny and all pecple wiha h/e }evcr..

"Norma..on wiil b’ mtcr.'.,; o3, .Spra-vu

.sa,ld_ . ' .
the u'*e'» :
junction with tke report, Rep. neary' L,

-Ina p»r.onl slalem»-xt xsr.-::‘ in ¢

Gonzalez (D-Tex), whoistotessme come
ritte2 cusrman in the new ez, g &
thorovgh m.eau"a..on was mezdel lo &%
swu"-.:. e.so!p'essx..gq

~Génralez s2id thet the comr,

Bdgas Heaver's now well-Xrow
"t towazd Wing had afiected L‘.:

and tny

. Techz! c::_.'; “the cora=t ..»&3”3 cut of: Work csuld g0 well hf.y-... the A....n,;s 4]

bus'.n"s vesday with the cad ol the sese |
s:m of Ccogress in which it was.formad

w2 purpss2 of the year-en d recartwas to
u:g» =2 n2w Congress to reestablish the ? :
compmitiz i ;to::..c it $5.5 millisn t:’i*)
-for the Szt year of what c.....d ..a a tvwo-
yeasi m-es'--a'..on. o R

B

x:nf, the committee has jltiated prelca-
n:z:y favestizations into rew and pres .
LY WP, sseed Jeads ia t:'.‘: assassina-
’uv:s theTepartsaid -4 elfiiam. e
The commiitee said its Sai avestisatars
l:ad recenly  questioned a former CIA
a°=:'. '-'-..o kg, "pe:s::.J knowladze™ of.
O3 swall’s, T.?.:S to tha Savial and Cuaz:x*
e-“e_:esu Iadca;Asar
terview, the rezorbiszd
.wereset 1.3 Mevies whare t..ej fe:.:.
ct........ Al "azal vitnaszes. .ot a
“iz -m'-’*mes hadz
: out befsre by any inve
wL_s"“ 2y e f’c“'-a

L’ﬁ Fr..--} C.\r‘.ld in b ..0 V-"""}'EQ
days cf th2 assassination of President Kea-
nedy," therepertsad; © . L¥yif i
Tha repert said also that the ce=llee
staff had intarviewed a perssn whossenis
‘ed 13t B2 had discussad tha King murdes:
with Ja..es Ezrl Ray, Vil -'ea"'.vi g*._'.ty \
.%o the crize The um..e':'.::.ed wismesg sald
" that Ray 24 told hisz about cont2cingan
assoc:a'- af '\:*ph 1o recsive fi=erine
\s!.n.c z3. The story, ‘which was toldtare.
porte:'s by a Tittes memter <="e:31
'wee.ss 230, hascotbeen verl

: In aletter Lo New York T

.AnL.a:y Lesis, Ray cliored ttis waeg b
testif7 uolezoath at a comilae h'r'!g..
i But Spragee acd Walter T\, Fausts .t..e-

i ;.g. "'d . ”'h.' .;.“' .
.f'“:'.‘.’gﬂt “'lh‘ the Cﬂ‘i'-“. .'a--hu \ 5
"y S R i 2

hen..ed/ard‘u. T e udml e e
“The committes cin'shed LskY i on ts
1 szer jzsve of political musder and vie
olc..ce, Gonzalez said. “.\ve sheuld n:t
forget thet President Ford had his ¢
' T2ArTOW escapey; 1o merzier of the Heuis
-)] ‘- l “for

o h.l, (s IR ,.'

I-Ie c2d the com...n.ees ulttmte ek

-was-“io find cnt not Just waal ..n"r.*‘
butv...y. A S

RIS By L0

G e

.~ -




14-00000

., \“-—
705
MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence
VIA : Deputy Director of Central Intelligence

FROM : John H. Yaller
Inspector General

SUBJECT President Kennedy Assassination - Wrs. Luce Story

1. Action Required: None; for information only.

2. Background: In 1975, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce telechonically
informed Director William Colby of supsort she had rendered to certain
Cubans who were conducting their own independent operations against
the Castro Government in 1961 and 1352. Hrs. Luce stated. that she and
Mr. William Pawley, an American financier long associated with the B
Dominican Republic, halped finance a cotorboat for three Cubans. The
three Cubans, concurrently, were members of a CIA supported Cuban
exile organization. After the 1962 missile crisis, all resistance
groups against Castro were ordered to cease operations. At this time,
¥rs. Luce and Mr. Pawley also ceasad treir financial support. In
1963, very shortly after sre assassination of Presicent Kennedy, the
Cuban captain of the rotorboat, which ¥rs. Luce helped to sutsidize,
phoned Mrs. Luce to inform her that =oswald was a hired gun®. She, in
turn, informed him to tell all to the FBI. At the berest of Director
Colby, Mrs. Luce passed the story on <O Senator Richard Schwaiker, .
chairman of the subcomnittee investigating the Warren Cormission Renort.

c— - -
.

A version of the information was given to columnist Betly
Beale and vas published in the Hashington Star on 16 hovembar 1575
(attached). A staff rember of the senate Select Conittee, on 10
December 1975, jnquired 2s td what the Agency thought of the story.
The Agency oral response was that it had nothing to add to the news-
paper story and that since this query involved U.S. resident Cuban .
refugees, the FBI would b2 the proper agency to contact. i
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- The transcripts were réceived by CIA's Inspector Gereral
- on 22 Dacember 1976 from Mr. Colby's secretary. At the sugcestion
of the Inspector General, the Gffice of Security sant copies of the -
transcripts and a background note to the Federal BSureau of Investi-
gation in January 1977. e do rot knCw whether the FBI passad this
information to the House Select Cormittee on Assassinations.

This story is surmarized here for your backgrourd in the
event that it should be replayed by the press as a result of releases
which may be made by the House Assassination Subcommittee. Yhile it is
not a new story, the actual CIA transcript of Mrs. Luce's convarsation
with tr. Colby could be considered newsworthy and could te presented
in a manner detrimental to CIA.
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Attachment: a/s

cc: Asst. for Public Affairs w/att
Mr. H. Hetlu

Distribution:
Original - Addressee w/att.
1 - DDCI w/att.

1 - Asst. for PA/Mr. Het
1 - ER wiate, A/ u w/att.

-T - 16 Subject {Task Force
1 - IG Chrono w/o att. ) watt.
1 - J.L.Leader Chrono w/o att.
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ivad a call from Sen, Richacrd Schweixer, R.-Pa,,

. . Sa- .
Bl ;
aciteee @ ¢

Dne day in the latter past of Octoder, Clare Luce re-
airman of the subcommiltea iavestizating thz War-
4 Commission Report. He wanted ker to persuade
me Ctsaas ske had known — Cudaas who had Kkrown
2 Harvey Cswald — to tastily teiore his commitias,
s, Luce's efiors to lecata the Cubans led to a some- !
12t blocecurdling warning. But let her tell the story |
sm the baginning. :

*The year is 1331, a year of great American;
auma.’”” shs began har narration fo receat dinnzr:
(ests ia her agqua-colored Watergate a artment. "1 '\

\d 2 friend narmed Bill Pawley who was brought up in
152 2nd who was Truman’s ambassacor to Pezruand
~azil. I got to kzow Eiil ve well in India and Chira !
hera L2 had built up a voluntacy owiiit cailed ine .
lying Tiz2rs. Bill was also callad inby the CIA tore-
-uit Cubans ioz tha Bay of Pigs oparation. Alterwards
» was a vary urhapoy man. . . :

“QOna cay he callaed m2 uo and said, ‘How would you
e to get in on the Cutan Fiying Tiger cperation?” Heg
14 in misd a flest of moter=02ts subsidized by Ameri-
ans and manazed by Cubans who had teen in the Ray
! Pigs oparation — 2l these young kids who had bzen
Tandad 2flerthz Bayof Pizs. : .

] said. ‘Fin2.’ So | heipd to finance a motortoat.
he thrae 1ads who mannad mizn2 cama up to se2 e
sveral times. Thay would 12ave the coast of Fiorida
nd land ia Cuba 2ad coma out with information. The
dormation they came out with was remarkabdiy 2¢Cu-:
ate — teat the Russians ware building missiie sites i
wuba. I was i2!d that th2 inicrmatica was eventu2lly ¢
»d %0 Sen. Kea Keating 2nd was passed on t0 the:
/hitz Heus2, You rememier what 2a imprassion it
1ade 2nd how accurale it was.

e~ - E—— S - ————— ¢ ¢

*THEN CAME THE MISSILE showdown. Soon altar
he showdown I got a telepnore c2ll from Allen Dulles
aying the Neutrality Act had b2en invoked and all
umoricans rust ceas2 and desist ia any further elionis |
%'.:.;?:ds th2 liberation of Cuta. Of ccurse, we desis'.-:‘

1

70 ya2ts later she and her husband Harry (Hanry) :

sce were ditting in thair New York cparimant lisiea-

ag to the televised repoTis of Presidant Keanedy's s

Liaszinatisn whan arcuad midaight she received 3
H -

'
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. when oo mada contact with thera Bt Osaald!

. taken phatozraphs of him distrivuting fandbills forthe

. : . ) heoanlh |
. Ty . ) 3 S s -
4 dascingiing . 1 &

1 '
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.wald, ha s2id, had

.- " BettyBeale @ -

. phone-call from Naw Oslzans. “It was t£2 c2ptain of

]
i
my m_oto:t:oal." said Clara, “A youngz m2a not mo:c‘
than 25, a ysung student lazrves, Ha said, “Mrs. Lues, |
want to t2il you aSout Oswald.' - T l
(“He s2id that immesiately afisc 152 1351 missite
showdown, F3l mea hzd ¢ 12 7iami 2nd told the |
Cubans to break up all resistance croups and disparsz.
He and the othar t20 membars of his craw fad moved
to l\:z.w Crleans where they stariad arolier “Free
Cuba™ group. They had b22a there a y2ar 2nd a hali

“The CuSaas all thouzit ke was a kook. Oswald
bragaad about having tzea in Russia aad said ke was
an ex-Marine. Ha said ke conld shoct 2aybady and he
would b2 kazoy o sheot Casiro. He had no monay, he

w25 living with his wife in 12w Crlzans and it looked
like he wias presenting L oli as a hired gua. They
dida't lixe the cut of ki3 j0 sa they turned him cil. Bt
they follo®zd him and faund e viasina Fair Play for
Cuba Communist c2!l to whosz members he was giv-
ing the sama line. .

. “And I rerzamber ths frem the tai2phon2 convarsa-
tion — Oswald was teliing the call that he could shoul
anyons, incloding the secretary of k2 Navy. Toe Fre2
Cubans ccaiizusd 19 t2il him 2nd found that suldany
ke had moaey. 2nd he stamad gaing o Maxico City. He
mads sevsral wizs, Thay eontinusd theic paastraticn
of the Cutan Communaict cell. He said thay mac2 tape
recordings ¢f somecof Oswald’s me2tings and thay had

Fair Play uait. The rext thing they Koew Presidant
Kennedy was shot. . .-

“THE YOUNG CUZAN WiO calizd me,” continued
former Ambassadar Luce, *‘said that there was 2
Cudan Comrmunist assassination iz2m working some-
where — in Dallas, New.Orleans or wharever — I don'y’
romember, 2ad that Cywald was treir hirad gua. Os-.}
$24 83 report Uiz Communist plans
to the FBI some time befere tha £ssassization. Butbe-;
causs he was out for the douzh thay cidn't belisve him.

- ¢ . 3

. " continuad!
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L. . . rd ., ® LN
] seazose that the FBI must hears from a thousa
- crackpols” a week. . e .
ir 2ny cvent, on Lha te! 2zhona my youn3 friandtoid
e that 182y had thes2 1252 recosdings of Oswaid und
phoingrazhs and what should thay €22 I said, ‘Go
the FEI a=d tell tham evaryt3ing you kpow.” That fave
fng bzza said I put the whole thing out ¢l Ry mind.
Comes in2 Warrea Commissica and says Cswaid zicne
was ressonsibie and 1 fcrgot the wholz mattec. .
_#*Then, in 1687, 2 f2iiow ramad Jim Garrison, dis-
trict ariseney in New Orleans. < *the hezclials charg-
ing tazt the assassinalion was a conspiracy. At that
momezt [ was remindxd of the information 1 had re-
ceivad and 1 bagaa to wonder whether or rot 2
\Warrea Commission had got all the facts. I coulcat
remnersber the names of e Cubans but 1 finaiiy lacat-
ed ona crawman who was living in Miami aguf and [
asied nim what happenzd after he went to the F3L
- eie said, ‘We turmad over copies of averything. We
wera tnen told.to kezp our traps shet and et wWe
would b2 degocted if we said anyihing publicly.’ He
said onz of tha crew was deporied to Guaiemala, an
one was murdesed —statbed in front of a sicra.

~ s THER INFORMATION, HE SAID, nevet appeat-

ed ia the Warrea Commission report. H2 said, 'l am
rzrciad rovw, 1 ive in Jdi2mi and 1 don’t want to 33t
{nvolvad initevzragain’ ™ - . .-
- Wren Sen. Schweiker mace his request of Clare
“Luce 1235 than thre2 weeks azo0, sha teiaphonad ancla-
or Cuhan friend to sez if he covld locate and persuice
the ysung ran to testifs behind clesed dcors. Repiied
the oidac Cudan, il the testimony was benind 13 closed
doors it wou'ld still become public. . - .
“Americans thick thay are playing games,” ha told
her. “They con't know laey are involvad in a life or
ceatht Susiness. No, I won't tell you where Le can be
found. Tre pecple working for 2 free Cuba would tose
their lives. A It cf trem have already. They ars nct
fnterestad in mmaking poiitical headiines for poiiticians.
_You think the B3y BE Pigs, the neclear russites, tie
assassination of the presicant was th2 end of the story?

.. Iteliyou itis justiie bagimaing. What you Americans

coa’t undersiaad is, thare are Trained Communist tef-
. yorisis, assassication, kKidnapoing, tombing and sato-
ltag_-; teams all over the couniry and the world.” -

., - .. - -~ . . -
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. *-++ . ClareBoctke Luce “
s “Ayear of great Americar trauma.”

. . Lo
- The very day alter that conversation, observed

- Clare gravely, £smss went off at the Siztz Depasi--
Y2 at tue U.S-UN. miss:en and frur baaks ja:

ment kare, issicn
New York and ot tares placs i3 Chicago. And i3

the samz hour sh2 was recounting th2 w
. ing swczy to her guasts, a Cubaas 2auto

* Jeader was explcded into bits ia his car ia iami.
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[ uNGASSIFIED [ inieaa [J CONFIDENTIAL (] SECRET
[ JUTING AND RECORD Sh. .T

SUBJECT: (Opr-enal)

. | FROM, EXTENSION | nO -
Inspector General 6565
2 £ 23 Has. R-1252| ™ 6 January 1977
TO: {Officor demgnotion, room bes, ond DATE
building) OFFICEN'S | COMMENTS (Number exh comment 10 thow from whom
7[.",‘? MCEVID | FOrwatDED INITIALS o whom. Deow 0 line 0crass columa glter soch comment.)
1. 0oLC /)/ // ) SUBJECT: Attacned Transcripts
ATTN: Lyle Miller G /C; {Zl_;_‘,/ The OLC and the IG concur that
Y the attached transcripts should

be provided to the FBI. A blind
memo is also attached.

3. It is requested that the 0/S
‘ pass the package to the FBI.

Director of Security : h ]

S .
John H. Waller
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6 January 1977

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations
Between Director Colby, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce and
Mr. Justin McCarthy .

1. Attached herewith are transcripts of two telephone conversations
between Director HWilliam Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce, and one between
Director William Colby and Mr. Justin McCarthy. The conversations took
place in October 1975 and discuss Mrs. Luce's concern that certain infor-
mation, from a former boat captain, a Cuban refugee, regarding the Presi-
dent Kennedy assassination, reached the proper authorities. While the
jnformation in these transcripts have been provided to investigating
authorities, they may be of some assistance to the House Select Committee
on Assassinations as it investigates various allegations. .

2. The transcripts were received by the Agency Inspector General on
22 December 1976. The transcript of the 25 October 1975 conversation was
typed by Ms. Barbara Pindar on the same day. The other two transcripts
were typed by Ms. Pindar on 21 December 1976 from her stenographic records
while clearing out the remainder of Director Colby's files. Ms. Pindar
was Mr. Colby's secretary during his Directorship.

3. A version of the telephone conversation transcript was published
in the Washington Star on 16 Movember 1975 (attached). A staff member of
the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, on 10 December 1975, incuired
as to what the Agency thought of the story. The Agency oral response was
that it had nothing to add to the newspaper story and that since this
query involved U.S. resident Cuban refugees, the FBI would be the proper
agency to contact.

.
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: 4. The attached transcripts indicate that the matter was brought to
; . the attention of Senator Schweiker and The Federal Bureau of Investigation.
P (Telephone conversation between Director Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce
v on 25 October 1975, pages 2 and 3).
Attachments: a/s
, ‘9
¢
| o) | 2
{ \ ) :
. L"E".‘“’;"T::jul. _
o

e

’ O oy e R e Cpe G
s RS




